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THEGAZETl'H OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartII—Sec. 3(i)] 


(x) c^HkHK^ f^O I 

(xi) I 

(xii) fl^o. 

(xiii) ^^'Sei'M ^'(l<Acr> f^O xnRl'^, I 

(xiv) ^ wra ! 

(xv) Ri’^cr^'^ fclf^r^, yriRl^, * 16 KI'^ ! 

(xvi) c^Rlcl>^ fcTO, "5^ I 

(xvii) ^ t^O, ^ RecH ! 

Rilldcb 

(i) {twi) ^0 f^o. tmi. 

(ii) wHt 

(iii) cr>iHlx5ih , 

(iv) cjiRicnei cr)+M"4[, 

(v) 'S-i^'iicS'S ^ ^44l 

(Vi) 

(Vii) 

(viii) ^ ^0 fcio Rfit^ 

(ix) ■^=RTT MlRccKi cfTTtfft^H, dl^cjpf 

(x) dl^ciM c(>p|cf)ci cTT^^H 

(xi) it^ cfiR^cbef ^0 f^O chlRilT 

(xii) WTH 

2 . 3TT^ 3lk M^HIcIcO ^ WI ^ ^ RRlt^ ^ STstfcT 

vjidci(<5t ^lUKivj^, OTfi, wth. cfTtR^n (^."n.), 

^felttRRn.cTTf^, ^ 'iH'icbK) ^ ^ 

^ ^ I 3lRlRiFd 3TT0 f^O ^ ^ fld^ 

^arcFR T1*7^ ^^3^ 5IF^ STJ^?! ^ ^ ^ ^ sfR 9 

^,2003 3TW ^3^ cf^ ^ cF??T ^ sn I 

3. 6.3.2003 ^ ^^Ttfer 3fk ^ f^HfcTfed ^ ^ 

^:- 

lEI^ v3dll<jcb 

(i) f^o, ^ (^.tft.'^eT) 

(ii) ^r^Tc^RrcFe^ wfR?R fclf^I^, ^ 



[MFTII—•SP»g3(i)] 
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Pl<llaq> 

(i) w ^of^o, OilHI^ 

(ii) X?.^. I 

(iii) dl4clM c^f^chd cfiHPcift^, dl^ciM. | 

(iv) tzR xftcfkx^, 

u4)chti 

(i) ^JvjRRT I 

(ii) ^ TO f^O I 

(iii) W\^ c^f^lche^ f^O. 

(iv) ^ 

I (cJTO^ C^ uTt^) 

4. vifra ^ XJ^XTTW 3tk ^ 

3Traidch) c^ RRhI^I 3ft? cZTcRTRT xft^^ ft W 2TT I vijm ^ 

cfft ft^ W 2JT 3ft? v?m f^xft^ ^ ^ JTfft 'i-ll4^fft<^ TTJTf^ ft ft) ?^ Tlf 

sfil 

5. ?Tftt XT§TcF5Tft cjft ?TT^Xjrfft^ 29.5.2003 cfft ^ sft fvST?T^ 

5.5.2003 cfft ft^ ^ 2TT I ?ll4vjlRch c^ ^t?H f|?rSf^ xr^Tcfjrft ^ 

^ f^ ^ xft%^ ^ cfft 5 ?jfT, 2003 ^ f^f^d ft ^ y?^ 

cfft 6 2003 ^ yrx^ ^>?ft 3 ft? ^ 3 ^, ^ ^ eft 13 x]jfT, 2003 cf^ 

3J?^ C^ 3T^g Tpn 2JT I 

fftnf^Rad ^i4MiRcb > 4 ^ 44 14 ft xjxft^ 

(^ eft^ ^ (cft.ftt.x^) I 

(e^ fft^ x^ ^0 f^O XSnxTH I 

(^ ?.x4t. x?ftftt I 

(e^ dl^ciH y’1'WR4l cftfftchd cbmRj^H, dl4dH I 

(^ ftzT? f^O 
(e^ ufft^f yrftftt, ^ fftc^ I 

^m?eT, ^ feeft ft ^^141 3Tpft^ C^ RlkiH^d 
^RpftcTT f^. ePH^ 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part II —Sec. 3(i)] 


5n0 f^O 


( I cFTEjTTc^ ^ ) 

vstiVi Rrny: 


g^2T?T: WWTTT : 


(i) Wi^M^ cMmI^VH f^O, ^ ^ W t ^ H?RT^ 

^<5^[ ^ W ^ ^ ^ fcrf^nW cf^ ^ 

£[Rr 1990 ^ Tfcff^ ^ sn I mm ^ ^ 5000 ^ 

irfcT^ ^ f^TJiT 2JT sr^ hr ^ 

^ fc^ 10000 ^ HT? fen HR STT I 

(ii) c^TR fcffe:^ (^.tfr.'i:^.) ^ ^ fenffefe tt (f[.xf[.TT.) nn wtr 

^5TRR t I 3T5R feo HRHT5 1991-92 ^ nfeR ^ fcTfelW 

m ^ ^ 1993-94 ^ fcTfelW HR fejT HR R I cfJT feiR 

t feHRT fcTfelW 3RtH ^ ^ 4 STRIT RTTRlfl ^feRT/^TR 
RHcRff Wrfe ^ ^ ^ f^fen 3TfeH 3RtH ^ ^ feR WT t I 

(iii) HR HHH nffen ^ fe^rfer feR WHT t l Rc^ HlHfelt 3T2fe 

H"vMh 3fe fen'ld H?f ^ nfcifeR RH^ uTfe t I HRMR 

nf^fen c^ RH RT f^m fe^HR^v^ otjhr ^ ^Mwfei feR 

WHT t I feTE^ RT^ ^ RH fet RTHlft 3Pfeffer feR HTfR t 

3T^R HH 3TcR feR ^tcll % I fefe ^ 

3T>^ RRR ^ HR feR WT t felen |3TT ^ IMhH ^ 

H^[ WT t sfe fet^rfen ^ fen R^RH ^ W^Hfel feR WT t i ^ 
nfeHT fe'^HN feft t fe^ HT^RtfeHR felFR d'lf^R (fe^^) 
3fR fe^te23feg Hfe^ 1%HHH ffeifeT feR WT t 31^ feHRfI 

Rit Hfe # ! Hfe ^ fcTPlfer ^ RH ^ fen t 3f[H 

3rR^tifel HTHRt ^ 3TJ?H t I 

(iv) ff.tpr.H. RT 3nRH gRRf: R^HR, feT RHR^t HHHR, 3RR, nfeft, 

H^R, RNTH, Rtfen, fe^,feHT5^, Hcifefen, ^fe. sfk ^ 

RRl t 1 

ft.il.H- ^ ^HTRH 1997-98 ^ fif-flf 3lk RHTHR Hf f I Hft ftHH kJMTRft 
^ fefnW feq" H^ ^ R^ RTHit feil.H. H?t IffeR 
^ RH f HR '^^JHlfen ^ fr ^ f I 10,000 HH.feH. TRfer 
a-THHl RRT ^.ft.Hef. SHRfel XRTHHft ^feR HTH Rf|cf ^ HTH fe 
T^H RHi H?t f t I 


(v) 



[yPTlI—-^^3(03 


'TRW ^TFSn^sr: 
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(vi) |[^ gq ^f^RT ^ 3TRmT 5rfcR«nW cf>^ ^ f^ 

^ 1992 ^ fc|Pl*ilu| ^ 8n ^ #»TT "gc^ ^ ^ 110% 

8ft I ?T^ % 3TT®cf^ ^^^rftcRUT ^ ^ ^ 3TffR 3TRmT g^ ^ 
^tcft ^ sft I 3TRTcT g^ ^ cf^ W] WHT cfjxTit ^ 

W 3fk cfMt ^ ^ c^cTeT 5000 ^5^ 3N^ WfftcT «TO7 ^ ^ VSqq't^T 

1999-2000 ft sTST^ 6000 ftt ^ f^ STT 3tk 

ft ^ ^ ^ ^^[5^ c^ Wft 2001-02 ft yT: ?^TcR 10Tt?000 ^ 

fft^n m i 

(vii) ^ 2001-02 3fk crft^M crft ft ftt.ft.-^r. eft sTFrreft ft 3rcrpm> ^ ft 

‘ eft ftftt^ §Tfft ft 8ft i Wft STsftcT ftk RjI'flcfTl 

’TRcT ft 3Trzn?r w srr, r wftRT g^ cT^rift ^ 

f^>Hcft ftftmRWT ftk ft ^-^-fi^eft' ft 3Tqft ft^ ftt 
^rSOT fftRTft tp)c1'W'^)M ftft^, ftftftxrft ft clFRT ft ft i 

RRftdi^ft ^ ftlmr ft 6 ftft^ ^ ftcT ^ ftt ft ft ftt 
3ft^RcKl §Rcn ^?8nfftT ftt fuRTcfjT ft ft R Uftc| sfk >2FTft 
fftftft R ftft^ w ^ fteftfftftt vsdtft ^ ft ft ^ ftt 
cfT^ft ft <f^ ^[ftft^, ■ R ft fft^ TJ^ fftRfft 

ft.ft.T?. inw ft 31TWT fan I 

,(viii) ft.ft.XT. XR 3TRmT g^ ft iIf?T Cfjft t i g^ xft 1992-93 ft 11(X/ 
8n, ^ 2000-01 ft f^R^ 357o 3-1-;' - q^ft 4%) ^ W f^RTft 2001-02 

ft 10% ftt 5^: ftt ^ 3fk qft ft fteiKI 5% ftt cpft ftt 'Ht ^ 

^§«egft3ft gRF ft efft ft .^N[PT 40% ft t f^RTft Wxv’x^q 

ft ft q ft 3?RJTft ft 3TRTfftq> 4^x1 f .'" ! 

(ix) ITR^ ft ft ft q ft ft qre 4 % 3n4>R ft ftft^ # XJ^; 

ft g^ t 3fk 3Tqft qjT^ fftq-eiq ^ ^ 

3nfe fftrfft ffIRF ft f^ : ftfteft tf TTPjft ft^F fttfft 

^ 3T5^fRR cIRft t i ftftt fttfft ft ftftf.c ftH f%oFT^ ^RcF ft WFRF iftfftftcF 
ft 5RFT^ ftt xjefe: ft i it fft 4F ft t I 

(x) cTRRT XR iqTRT .ft ft ft q tft??hT iJRft ftt ftfft 3Fk 3TT?IFcT g^ ft 

ottcTR ^ ft cfjji^DT ft xitx^ ftt ri^hrft ft x^»>RTiR id T ^Rft ft 

filTSq ft^ W t f^Hft xTF^ qft ft ft?F"^! >;f?T SrRtc^ ^ 3TTt t I ^ ftlH'ft 

ft 3TRFqF fftftcFcF) 90 ft 180 fftl ft ft-M cT^) ftt cT^ft ^ 3Fft^ ftt 3Tgftft 
ftft # f^RTft c^Rxq ^ ft ^TTFFF ftft ft WF xr?m t luRfft 

^gqftt 3TTfe y^TFlftcF ft ti 

(xi) ft ft q ft fft^mW ft f^ wrft sFsftr ftt ft^ftr 

ft ^8T 3tcfft^q fttift 3Ff^ t i ftftq ftt fttiRT ^ ftft Xjft f vjlftft 
ci^ wrfM ftt fttftt xjft f 1 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


(xii) ^ sflY ^ cF)RU[ 31^ ^4wrR-Mt 

^ vJ^ ^ I 3Tc?lf&^ Hrar 3TRn?ff ^ ^OT ^a'WT wf 

t I ^ 3iqit ^ ^ 

^ fc^, v3^r<^ ^ cTTO ^ ^ WTT w m I 3T^pft fe5t 

cb^Hd ^ ^ «(|c|vjJcJ vdHcbf «iMk f^Wf ^ 1997-98 ^ 70.3% ^n, 

3Ic?rf^ ^ 2001-02 ^ 50.2% ^ ^ 3^7 2002-03 (fet^ ^ 

5^: ^ ^rc57 35%. ^ TRJT I 

(xiii)' 3TRncfr ^ 1997-98 ^ 898 ^ ^ ^ 2000-01 ^ 2055 ’flf^ 

^ 3lk 2001-02 ^ 4339 31^ 383%. 

^ t I SrRTRfr ^ 2001-02 ^ WI-W 2000-01 cT^ 111%, ^ I ^ 

2002-03 (3Tfe 02-^02) ^ 3TPrRT 2416 ^ ^ 3I«[fcT ST^qif^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 123%) 3fflm5 ^ I crrf^^ 3mn!f w 3TRncit ^ 

9664 ^ #TT ^ tp^ ^ ^ ^ ?|d 3lf^ t I 3mnl^ ^ ^ ^ 

# 3TT^ xn|> cF^ oft 49154 ^ ^ ^ 36016 

^ ^ ^ ^ 3T2ltd erT^T^ 27%5 ^ 4>4) f^RT^ vTT^ 

W I 

(xiv) ^ 2001-02 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 8709 ^ 1997- 

98 8 TTT^ 3023 ^ ?8 3T8lfe tIR ^ ^ i^hlH 188%, ffe* 

ft I ^snft ifMN ^ 1997-98 ^ ^ JR^ ^ if ^ |3nl 

’4^ c^ 4TvrR ^r vT^ 3T^ 02 ^ 453 ^ 4jH 

?145Y 3T4^-ftTF^ 02 48 ^ sft^RcR 253 '^4 7^ 4^ I 

(xv) f874 ^ 3F4 HFff 48 ^eFH 8 ’IRcT eE(M 48 cTRRT 3Tf&4) t I 44J4 WOT 

^4T tR W4T vjfr ^ ^ tt4T t. 15%) t ^Tsrf^ 90 ^ 80 44 3rRRf^ 

4MR 8 WJ] f84r fc^ SHuI ^ 3RT4T 4|4 44T 4^ tr 4TT?n # I ^ 
y44Y 4R4 8 f8^d 48 dHld Rchf^d 8^ 48 ^[eRT 8 3lf^cb ^ | 45^8 

^ 3TRrR8 tR 3884? ^ 3lfcrR4d t 8M4 48 W > rd ( cb 5I^f8 3fR 

f8)Hlc1 48 #ger 4R8 8 c5f84Tt 8 ^4 cb^ ^TFffM ^ 34414 4|4 44 

4rr8 f 4T4f8> 18418)8) d 4 c^r 84R 4444 I^RT tR ^ -g;^ I; ^ 344M 

w 844T38 gRT 4tt 4T4T 8 18)47 vSTT ^ t I 

(xvi) ^??84T4 wm\ dlcbf^d 8 Btm 387 184)Rfd 8?8 8 48 344t?8 ^ 

4)RR yi8>{4£8 4R8 8 Icf^ ^4)RldIch Tr4T4t4R 4R8 8^ 48 ^ otYh 48 >FFT4 
44H 4R8 8 1e4^ 344^4) 8 37^84 1^ 4447 t I ^^8844 44718 8 

4 8441 8 81 7^47 tR 418^ 4474 "=^444 8 viflTTTR tp^ v3484dl38 

48 3478 344444^38 48 88881 4848 tR47Rl 4 r 8 8 1^ R'^^d 18444 
8 wrtd Bl4i I 4r#8 4fd 4% ^rtviiRch f88i 8 8i 8 8 8 -^184 

4217184 48 t 18R78 3184) 488 48 444^ 3flR 7^851 4)4 8 8 vjR 7 R 47t4 8 ^ 
t 3lk^ 44)R 4t^ 3T8sr4W 8 84474 RrIT 741 ^ t I 
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J 'ft ^ ^ >T?RT^ ;fR^ ^ 

feo t ftSraft ^ 3j^ ^ ^ ^ 3^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ wmr ^ ^ ^ fc^xT m?r fftTJiT t I 

sra^x^ xsifm MW: 3Tc^ iirai ^r XjqT^ ^ 

f^iTTr ^ sift g|?i aiftra? sxRs^ t I ^.xft.soT. ^ TiT?gft- gft a raii^chduj 
Jt ^ X!5T t fftpraft 3W=ft 1^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ if 3 n^ ^ ^ 

ft ^ gPT ^,;jt,^. gft ajTcRjrapTT ^ t ^ftUftr TJ? Tn?cR ^ W, ft ^.Tft.Tj, 

^3^ ^ ^ ft ^ f I ^wtsnr ^ cPTift ft ft ^ ^ 

3fty ^ IS 3)iqici1 ^ ww siftwyf ^ 5fpftft crm xj ^ 

srzncf^aff ^ ^WchifJich ^ | 

A<l(acr}(/3n^lCiq>^*/)iq')iq^l ^ 

(i) sra ^ arrft^ 13j^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I I ^ 

ft ^Sfts^RT ^ 3mft 31T?Rf ^ ^ ft c^ 3RBnftt fftcPm ffts f SS^ 

3?sft ?Tftt ^ fftis c[ft| 3im SSg^T ^ fW t I 

(ll) ftsT 3ITft^ ^ ^ 13 ^ 3 ?^ <3^ ^ ^ XTf f I g™ ^ 

^gwifftcT f^rf^t fftjftt 'ffifmra inpft ^ vftrr ^ ^ g,^ 

^?37^ s^ fftTJiT vm^ ^ fftj 3 n^ ^ ft cfft^ 3 rfmrfft?T 

(iii) ^xn ft.^.s. s? 25% 3fraM ^ (X3;cr ftftTT ^) 3 ftxr 4 % s^.s.#. ort 

fsrrt I cTTT, srm ?fd 3Tfft^ t xift ftft ^ Tpr ^ ^ if ^ 

I 1992 ft ftl vw ^.ftt.IT^. ft ftt.fttxj: ^ fftfft^ ^ fftRT qr, UF 
s^ft ^ ajT fft) 31Fnft1 cpft ft 3?raTcT ^ ft cfiftt qft ^ f | 

ftsraft eqn ft ^ HJ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^.ftt.xM. qTFR t fft> ft.ftl.s. ^ sftcrar saftrjTq ^ ^ 

"XnracpT ftr?^ X3^ 7T^ fftiftjf ^ ^ I ^ ^ 3F3lftF Jftrj | 

qssft qft vTOcT t I ^ fftRT xss srasR t fft> SRBim 

ft 3Tfftchi?| arafft ft 1ft qifftcniW qft ST5 =tM ^ sn cTR sra ^ ^ t 

(iv) ftftk §lfil qn RXI^ SRft ^ fftpr anftssj ft 6 3Rftq Sq.SST. Cfft^ fto 290723 

^ 3TT^ aft^ sir fft?cfM fftRT t I ^SftW cpr fftSSOT 4,4-3TT5ftt 
HI>HI!,cfli«iq'lfft,ftM (fftff fxftftr^ ft, XSTffftiRFeftcftlfts) 3ik aiftTJT f I 
cTSSlft, ^.ftt.ft^. 5RT fftfftiftF ftCTK ftt.ftt.ft. f I ftlftt ^ ftg; ^ Spzpp, ft 
Rcjft FftTT fft? X3ft-fttft 290723 Sn R'Wl'i arfftcfi anftcfj f ( 5 ^ ft1.ftt.ft. ^ 
3^ ^ 3Pq ?nfft^ t) xft clftppT ft ggpg ft 3^ 

f I X3RK ftft anw M ^ 3pgTp 3gg5ft 5^ ^.ftt.ft^. mp,^ 
3ik sift CPT ftmcq ftSR ftiftft ^ gftfft?, ftgj I ^ 

^ SRes fftmn t I siTftftj fft^-nra ftjftft ^ ^3?raR 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part n—S ec, 3(i)1 


t ^ ^!5Tmra viitg cpi ansiR 3?r!irat ^ ^ i irf^ 

oteir ^ 3T^ 3ira?# ^ arcTsjRDnaff m aneirf^ ^ ?ff v?ra Hlsf^n 

3E!41cbl4 ^ tl 

(v) ^ fclf^Tltuj f^[} cpT ^ ^ 3f[^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 3TfErcF^ f I cf^ ^ 

fc\f^ ^ci ^ i^le^lRic^] c^ cf^m t i ^ 3tt^, 
inltj'lP'ic^l, ^j(ftm ^juTcmr sfk ^c^]cn><ui ^ cf^ ^ 

^ ^ % 3TRM I 


(vi) 5KT fimfitRtcf-V ^ gpTifef armifirn „^„-.,-„v, 

(sfrarfim 441^. * 10 t^.'fl.iTEi.'?. % cpn) % x?tnf^ gft ^ 

^ ^ ^ 30-40 i?.4irEi.^) nfer t I aif^^if^ ^ 

ywoT eriifi ^ cpRof UST ^yiTcRTT c^ 3TRnfim iR amuRci ipn R^o'i 

HR ER ^ # I 510 IPPR ^ i!«irifr!i gp iKcpi' ^ Iipn irntHi 

^ cH% ^Hra 3ik 3iRra ii nf^RiRH? niJraf ^ nicp^ii c^ srrara c^ 

3F^ cp|-| f^cppq ^ t I ^jDicrar c^ arfcrfera gwi hh# c^ ^ 

^r fEtf^fJRr ift.xfl.TT. HH HRelTf HH ^ ^a^RT t cPRoy f^pp^ 

^ t SHH if ^T JRtcfOT ^g#7I 3iRra cpt ^ f HR cRft 

^RTFJ ij5t EJtR ^yWOT iJREf) I I qjuiclTil cPI H2nH«ZI 

^ FJif^IcPlcPrrf % ^cHT^ cpi iJH cfffujjf ir 

PrqfH filRn t uft 3fHRt^ cfWi ^ cph # I h? ift ^ ftpin Hmi f!p 
^cPTcP^rf gKI ^ ftHfcfi Hft EfitP! ^ 4^ HR#t| HTHIR ^i ^ 

SRT Ejn Eiti^ PTcft ERJcft ^ EPH t I ^ ctPHR fj w=ft!I TacfOT Hft 
arrawEpRiiaff ^ hr ^{rp^ ot ^ h^ aner ^ncPd i 

(vii) H\Eft.tTa ^ MFjpfte, ,7 (44,7.) ^ f 444 , ,992 if ^ fJPHT SP 3 jk 
'J?fr4 1992 RIHH 4 4.4,1?. 4 anupi r hishM ?(c<p pr 4 4 fip? 
3rj?tg f4m an, 1994 wp4cf aik ^ 4 3fRRft'4 fct^Ei n i e-iM apni 4t 
HFI 41 4 34r 1997 aj.4(T.4 4 4.4i;. 4 arrami r TncR44 ^ 41 

HR 4| 4 ! Hi} 2000 It u44 i344h 3ik n^HH 4 f4sg ineH44 

^eH>l 4 f^H JH: 1445 5nf4pi4 41 f4Hi an i mftfe: jnfEicpi4 4l 
-cpll CPRUTRHP HHH HHJH h 4 |3n an ITT^P? 1441 314 h 105444 ^ 41 
f4inTfei Er4 4t 7j^ 4 I H? 114 am ^ 4.4.4 ^ TSTlHra 

?jc^ 'dni’t 4 Icpi tsUhth 5nRlcm4 4 RhpiR?i hr ^ l is4nai gp ai^sj 
af^Urn t HH'ff4 ht14hhh5ti 1 liRn li g? H^rlm 114 ?h ai^ 4^ 4 
4k 4 jTHreH Hn4 rshi ht??! f alk g44 aTHi4^ 4 H5i4«m hh^ 4 
^ f I 

4 . 4 . 11 a. 4 HR1 vJHHtHHiaft 4 4n? ICTHJ 1515 R 4l 4l# ijHRgni h 4 # i 
^HR ?[eHi 4 mg 4 4.4.Ha. anoft gnpHH amn ijg Hr4l 4 awn h4 


(viii) 


[vrnn 






wm 


^ I Wr^rm cFTT^ ^ ^ smrf^ ^ 

3lli|ld cf>X^ ^ 3iclic|| cf^t^ f^chc^ juRfcf? ^ci'(<i4' 


TTq\^ ^rf^ 

^ klMIcKfl ^ 
■f^ WTR 

cj^ «l-c] l^ ^ 

W2T ^ yfci'W^ ^ ^ ampft #? ^ 3TW: I 

^ arr^TTf^ 

4 TJ^ ^ 


RRhIuI ^cbl^ili ^ ^ WTTTft I Sik ^MIcKfl 

^ ^ 3it^ ^'i<^ Hi'*! «I<J‘^ ^ vd^t; 1 tjycj^ vd^l 




(ix) ^ f^o fWt % w^ t 

3r^ 13fk ^ ancR^raHmj ^ ^ ^ f i 


Ijwm 


TET. 




1.(^) ^ 3fk vdcMIdchl C^ IM 3fR ^ ^ 

H'ii\ch:fi^/3n''qrd<3h1 sfk Pr^rfecf^t ^ jngd cj§t ^ cf^ M 

t\ ftPR ^ varar^T ir ^iciJ^^ch pm RnfciRad 

Pitch til ^ chi4cii^ cj5t t I cmiPl ’TPT^j c^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ {■'^TlMiy Cj5t q^rTN 3M PmkoT) pRTm^ 

1997 {^^<X\S ppjm) ^ ^ ^rfecT ^ 3Tfef4^ 1975 ^ €TNT 8 

3T^^ cbi4ciif$iil ^ ^ ^ ^ ?r ajc^rPr^ 

■^ifl^EiK ^TR^Tcfj ^ ^ 3l|c(j;ijcb ^^miT wit I 
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(^) Pl^fdch/3l|iJldch/y4)cKil OTPt ^ f^SlH chlvd>Hd % ^ ^ pRI^ ^ 

^ ^rf%?T tpqp) 3TPrPm 1975 ^ eirt 8 ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ft?Tcf> t 3fk ^ ^cIxT ?IR[ 8 ^ 

3fk pTEFff PtsrfPcT 1%^R!f ^ yfcl'^'d t ! «FJT WTdt ^| ^ W^ 

"w «r fe H^iPi^5!icfj(^d1m^) ^ 'Ei^ ^ ■rpiT 3n4^ 8mn^ ^ 
^IJPT ^ del 3fk 3TUrRT SrfcRq^rf ^ >H4?KI<^ch 3TRit^ ^ 
^ ^ijPt ^ sTRirat ^ ^ 3fk ^ ^ fi^ 

cpK^ll^ch ^T4 eI ^ 81C1IC|I 8lli|ld Mpl'W^rf 'dchl'ddlcf^ ^idldlvJl’l ch^ ^ 

^ 5mT# siw Prttfurd jTETRfr ^ i^rr \ 

a?fcrRcra ^ ^ ^ Pm 5(2 ) 3tt 4^ ^ cnir ^rf^^T ^ ^ 

^iPr^ Pratf^ t % Pm 5 (2) ^ 8(^)(^) vjfc^f^d ^ 

^ 4 WT ^R^ET ^ I Tirf^^ ^ ^ ^ Millkldl, 

^ 3ik WT ^ sflPTRi ^ ^ cf>^ ^TPmf 8n 1 ; 


(^) Pl<4*llcion ^ Pl-U^ 5 ^ Wpf^^T^ ^ 8 ?t 4^ ^ cf?t 

^ Millktdl cj^ ^ ^mr ST^feRT t I ^ ^ I^PRtPrt cTT^ 
Pr^ ^3^ Pmm# cfi P^tt e ^ ^ # i e '^. 2003 ^ ^ 

3fR«T ^flf^ ^ 5REncr f^ '^Tm t. ^ t ^ ^ H'5dM 


3408GI/2003—2 
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^ t I ^ ^ ^TJm ^ ^ firq M ’mflq 

^TTof®! eff I f^ ?rat c^ ^ # cPT 

lanw^srrixirtwTOiTcfj^^ .ftf^ ^ 3,^ 3^ 
’w wmrfeT ^ ^ xnfli? i ^ jim sp^ cpi cppjSt 
STT 3ik HeiR^Kicp gRT ^ ^ 3im?q^ Wt ^ aft, ^ ?lTfi[eI 

^ 'Tsicpnft eft tp^ w4^rPraj aft? 3p?r pk^mRcp 

^ ^TBTPrft?rcp ^ ?Tiai JTF^ ^ cPT ajcRR arr I ajg 
^RT^. flfnn 'TOT t I?r wer if ^ftcfcT ft?ft ?3rRt ft? f ftw i 'H fW ftftT # 
T^wft OTftftr 5PT ft^OT IJP ^ t I • 

(^) ^ ft ft? ^ ftftT t % 'ftftftR ??ftprft ftrtft ftft^ ?!ft?Tft cPPTft ^ 

ftft ftf t fftraft ftftar ^ ;55e^ aft ^ yrftftrftt ftft g^rfap trjt 11 
^aft? cftiftT? ?fM ftimni ft!?R ^ 3^ ^ ft fftftft ^ airaicft 
^ ftftft ft SftTOcpioftft ftft^ ftft arcRan ftft ftf t aft? ??ftTpat ?p?r fa 3 ft 

W) ft ip 1.994 aft? Mftft; ftft 5 ?T^ 3 ?^ 

aft?5^: fftvPTTTftr11ftoaftoeft3 ?^2 ft ?sftftTO^ 

^ aft fftp anftftftep ?ift ^ ftt f aft? ft? 1ftftf?nr fftap ftftr t fft? anftieft ft 

^ ftftci ^fftTftft ftft ^ ft 'j4^amT?Tift«r?wft^t, ?mH3TamT 

ft ftftpTEft ;3??T^ CPT ^eftTftft cp?ft gift laRRcft ft fftpj ftft? 

cp?^ t 3 ^ ftpft ft? ^ t ft ?ftqra pipi ffti? ^ 

^ t I cfftfR ftRft ft ftltft ftRftft ftftftift ftjp? fft?ft ^ ft 3ft ft 

^ Jfmmft ft? ftftftft fft ^ t, ft BTftftTft ft 3p?ii? ^ ftt ^ 
t,??ftftpT ^ 3P^^ ^ W t fft ??Tft ftftft? 3ft«nft RftBftTp ftft ft 
ftf f aft? ftft JI7?R ftvft a? ftfft^ ?ift ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

2. ^STTxmStH 

(a?) ^Efft BRR ft.ftij, t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

29072300 ft aifa-Id eftf^ 7[?f|ijPifa ?J5T 05 « 02 mcTT W 

’P ai^ftftcp ??mm 1 1 ^rapft gftpRor ^ ^ 3^ ^ ^ 

JiaPR ftg ft 3ftft JPJ jftMftcT arft ftR tl 

^ ^ aft? ftfftp f!r%^3ft ft 3?mT? ?? 

anaftftr ft.ft.ij ft srmH arjg ftft ft gp?uT gj^ ^ 

^^arap 

ftftfftw) ft CFR ftra? ft.ft.^ gp ^ ^ ^ 

3ft7 ftft af1J?ift ftr TTTfftcr ap?ft cPT ftt^ epppp arft'^ ^ ^ 


[^n—•gpg3(i)3__; v»l^ | t|Ku i _ U 

^ yrmr I ^ 3Tccf)t?^ ^ TTFT^ ^ 

^ tpjt t ^ ^ 'JPJT STT ^ ^Jgrm m I^P i f^d 

vjcnrq ^ ^ ^el’fl^i "^T ^ vj^ c^t ^ ^ 

^ W I ^ W STT aTPITfcTd ^ ift V ^ 

^ ^ STT vjl^ ^ ^ T?cT HR! ^3?nfeT ^ ^ q^cK3 ^ STTI ^ ift ^ 5RT 
^^iRd ^ ^ X7 cpt 3Tr4lf?ld ^ ^ XT ^ ^ ^ wm vin ^^TcFhUI 

41f^iilcr»'l'1 ^Tc^RT %T XT^(d^ ^ XTPT^ ^ -q^ ^ 

stt I 

(^) ^ f^nW XR 'dlc|tj|^ij4ch fct^ Tjq] STT I 3Tt^ 

^Tc^fter ^ fm ^ ^ viit #Tt^ ^ Rtiki8} xj^rtt xj^ stt ^ stt 

1% cRH ’diHI-q ^Id)d cFt ^ [^PiRd xt^ 4 ^ >fTTTH ^ 

XiiT WdT qr f^RTcf^t vSTm ^ ftPTf^ 5fTfe)r?l ^ c^ ^ 

sft I #rt^ ^ ^ tTHT STT 1% RRRfcd ^ cfitf ^ 3T^ ^ 

fen? vsn^ xi7 f^’^rwfxj xj^fm ^ f^PiRd ^cqK ^ 

^ # 3fk <il*1l^ IcKildlel ^ 3T^ 3Tf^ ^Te^tef ^'iiMi 

t ^ ^ vip ^Tc^mr f^ xj^) i ^ 

' XTTIT^ ^r ^ Mic^><)eft 1^ WJl^ srf^RfERTT ^ pR^ fcJj^IT .8TT 

^ ^ 3TTtrR XR ^ TJ^ gft ^ ^ 3Tmif^ 

cfjfeit^ cf^t vdcMKcb gRi f^RRd ^ 4 chicif^e 

^ Cf5t| qiPll^cn jrfcRqgf ^ t vd^Kct) gM ^ 

MIddM ^ XR ^ ^ TT^ I ^ ^ cf^tf q§ 

cfm i-^eiy ^fR ^ ^r H cbldl^d ^ W^ ^ 3T«mT 
3?Rl 5|cf>R ^ ^JTOfT Xinx? (xjfR -Jj^) I 

(^) ^ f^xrrf^ cjcfHM ^fTH^ c^ X^ t I ^?^tcf?T4 

dcfTXj^ ^ fcTx^sJt xT^fc^ ^ ^ qq] f f^R^t "q^ ^TTcJfT ^ % 
3TRTTfrrrr ^ xft t;t ^ vJ^iRd ^ xft x? ^ 3Tq^ dlPlf^cb ^ 

x^ XrfcReniH q^ cfRdT t I 3THI^i^^cf7 g>^ qzq 8n 3TrmdcI> f^ 

^ A ^ ^ cRt^ ^ ^ ^ cRRjcn ^ ^ t ^ xft T7 

^ i\ q\ x?T^;g^x^ A I ■q^ XPJT t ^ xft ^ a rpnPrd 

^ xf[ T7 ^ ^ t ^XT^ X^ ^ 3fPm JRTRT 

f 3fk ^ ^ c^ Pr^jRxJT c^ 5nfrXiRT8? XRT Xift ^ Pli^HIclefl 3Taf ^ 
wq^ CR^ t I STPnfrTd 4t xft ;t ^ GTJSrM 3T2?ftT ^^sJRT: 

^f^TRf ^ PPRrfxjj ^ ^ ^ criXSTR ^ X^ c^ ^ XrfcRxrtjt cfR^ f | 

3l|iJlPld ^ #? XR.^lf^d ^ ^ xft XT t;^ ^ 3fR ^ ^ 

tqR W ^ PlR^ui c^ XT^ ^ ttR^ ^r JRTRt fcfjXT ^ f | c^ 
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^ ^ ^ cR^ 

^ ^ WTB? ^ vi[RTT I 

3. vJtlVl 

^ ^ cPTT^ ^ iII^JIMIsScK;^ f^O (^ ^ W) ^ 

OTT^ R?n ^ t I 'Hm ^ ^ ^ TT ^ ^ Tft ^ f^j^n t 

3#^ ^ WTT^ c^ vJTl><qi41 f I ^^rfcT^ 3[T^ ^ ^ft ^ ^ WTT^ 

^ ^ tpjtt W t I 

4. c[f9?T 3ti<iidr 

(^) ^ ^ ^ T? ^ 3TRM g^d: dl^dM, f^TTTy. ^NR. 

^fefrcrf^, dl^uHRejl, ^.^., ^f^SRF 3tW ^ ^ ^ndT t I ^ ^ TJ 

Ff smrrd ^ 3- ^rf^RR ^ ^ i^) vsft 1994-95 # 65% 

W^c^ 9TT, Cf^ ^ cfRc^ 1995-96 ^ 50% 1996-97 ^ 42% 3tW 1997-98 ^ 

35%. ^ R?n W 9TT I cf^ 1999-2000 ^ 38.5%> 3tW 2001-02 tJ 

^ cf?^ 35% ^9jj 2002-03 ^ ^ 30% ^ WU STT I 

(^) ^ .^^Tcf>T^ ^ 31l^4cht ^ ^RP? Tyrr 3n^ 

f^T^: 2002-03 cfcfj) ^ 3raf& ^f ^ ^ ^ XT c^ aTFmrf c^ 

^ JFTf^R^dT ^ ^ XFP^ cZTcFd tF? f I ^ Tdld! W t ^ Tft 
^ STRTRft C[f[ FRfT cf^ «r^ c^ ^ xft XT ^ ^qu|'f c^ STRIMt cF>t tj^ ^ 

^ ^Rtfer f^q[ ^ 3tW ^ xf[ TT ^ cr?qei ^ 3TRnd viff 3TTc|^ ^ l^f^fj^cl 
^ d^H dTC W ^ f^ fXT f TR- fctxTR f^RH uTRT I ^ cf?^ 

TRTT R'ifR' ^ did el I ddT^ ^ xf[ XR^ i\ ^ XJ^ XF8 cf^ 

290723 ^ 3TmTd 3Ttcf^ xr fttWd td fd dXRW ^ f^ddT 
4,4-3ii5>(il>ilHl$erirsPl>^R^-llc1 (f%df^Rftd Xf, '^I^Rbdl^^Yeiy'l’^H) ofiR ^dc^ 

^cRT t I dcTO cznw ^ 3TRnd 3TT^ cf^ dde[^ dRIdR ^ xJt 
^ ^ dldc^ ^dR dR^ ^ 1^ ^Jdd? dR^ dff d>tftRT dR ^ # ddfe 
^dT cf^ did el I l^^dM t I djafe f^fcchtj f^chM'^ ^ PluJij ^ 
x^t XT ^ 3ddTd 3TTd^ XR 3TT£liRd gldl dT^Xj fuf% ^ xf)T^ ^ dR^^TdR 5R^ 
d^ f^dl t dd d[d fcjRft ^^^ftxM dffd dd dURT 3TTdTdt d^t 

^ I df^ d? dTdd # 3T^ 3TTd^^ 3fR 3[ddRXTTT3Tt XR 3TTdTRd ^ dt dTTd 
d^t dd^ ^ d[T# t I 

(d) dd ddd ^ 3TT^ddj ^ d^ t fcF d^ 1997-98 ^ 2001-02 ^ 3TTd^ 

Xift ^ 3TTf XRT d^leichldl ^ ddd%d 3fR d l 4vjjRcb ^ tJ SHdTd 


••f» » * Oi ■'»<* k J|fl«ll 


[*iFTn—TBFg3a)] 
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^ 3nClR JR^cT f I 2002-^3 ^ ^ 

3Tnncr f%cn^ ?t^ >3qcf«r n^if^id sM ^ oteir xr ^ fvRm5t xjupfr 

^Rnaigqrfcf^ ^tteir xr ^ i ^ 2002-03 ^ 3 ra^& % 

<IWtXT ^ 311^101 ^ ^r 3il^cicr) §RT ^ W'T ^ 3?TdR XR 

^ aiTjgfd wrfcHil v^ xpr xJt ^ 3fk ^ c i R>m ^ vsrf^ 

JT^lPl^^iel^ §RT m I ^ ^pdT ^Tfftf^^xJtxj^ 

^ 3jf?iRcKl 2002-03 n^ 3mf^ ^ xt^ 3fk V^ XJd xft ^ 

XR 2033.240 xft. dd 3fk 2975.079 xft. dd dRrT ^ ^ xft Xf dd aTRTRT 
f^>dT W ^ I ^H\ ^[c^ ^ t 2002-03 d^) ^ 

^hdd 1921363 ^ xj^ ^ 19.706 xft. dd 4t xJt XJ dd 3TRTrd f^>dT W 

ti ^r arrarffm ^ xft x? dd xjc^ sffir xft. dd siRite i^ ^ dd^ 
^.xft.XT. ^ cm ^R^rr W t 3fk dRd 3TRdf^ xed5^ TTTjfT dd dR c j ^ d 
dR^ W^ 3TOT dR fed w t ( 3ITdj^ dd dRIim dR ddlt sfk 
dfe^ feft d«n d^dd ^ ^ STTdR XR fedT ddT t v^dlfe 

^<pd> Rdd^ ^r ddcfid t I ^ ^ ^ 3nf XRT ^ fezd t fe dd^ WRTd 

^ d^rfxx TJUT 3TTdTd ^ feridR xm ^ ^ d^ ^Tv^ 3nd7?ff dd 

^ffed ^ t I >Hi4vJiPlcr> ^ddlf ^f xj^ ^ ^ dTdv^^ fe?ft oft ftdd^ x^eRjpjr 
^ xJt XT ^ cfdxxff ^ sfR dxidRd/5R^ d# dRR dx? I 

(d) dfXT^ ^m^TRI^^d^^Wtfe^vift^SntxRfXfrwxd 
1998-99 ^ 2001-02 dd> STdfe ^ 3TfedF SRT ddcT^T dRTXx zp? 
3nd>% ddlfep ^ fTcfife dd^ ^ xft XT dfdxnt ^ cpQT dT5(T 
TTlftcT ^ dddft t I dWlft, 2002-03 d^ 3Tcrf& ^ STIdldf ^ 

^ w arjqid smiR xr jr^ fex^d^f, d^^^^3nfxRr§RT ^xtrst 

dRTXT 7P^ 3Tfe^, 3ddTdd^ jgRT JR^d STPTTdt ^ sM 3fk #Hi^J[cd> gRT fexr 
d^ dRTTXR ^ 3mR xR ^ cR ddT t I f^fed^/^ddTddJt/ 

d^ftdt §RT d^ dfcl^ and^ JPfgd d fexT Xjfl^ XR f fe andTcft d^t 

dPdT 2002-03 (fePdxO ^ aidf& ^ 5934 A ^ d^ ddd dd 

addRdTdT ddi %\ 

(X5.) dF dd^ fed ddT t fe arfer cnF#Fff xr feqfd ddddd ^ ddtd ^ amdT 
5d: ^ fexT sddTfef dTH c5t did^ ^ ferfzd c^ fid? ?nfirer'd^f 

fedT XdTdT dlfe? ddtfe t dRT ^ ¥11 feci d# f I dF #d? dTcJH d# 
fen dfe^ X3d^ ^ vJddfer dTH c^ did nfiRxfe dlS feft t fecRT 

fe W dddfer dTcf ^ fefef^ firJJedJ amnd dTHIkl-cR ^ t fex^ 

dTdRd fe XR zrf^ addTd d fedT ddT fen dt fe% ferfd ddTTdd ^ ndtd 
fedT vindT I ddrft fiTdfd xn#n ^ x^ dxpd ^ w( ^ arfer Ri ^fe - rT xr 
andifird dTer d^ ^ ¥T^fl ^ ar^rsfld nrfe ^ ^fedd Rdr^ ^ ijd ^ 
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# UTR ^ WiRcp 3icr>fcr ^ tft 

an^ JK ^ ^ iTpsftg as gjt g^ ^ ^ ^ 
t I 

{^) fitfiPT g?Tcm^ 5Rrg?gc^ferrggitfe^,ft,,j^ 3^^ gjt crrr 
w=f1ct ganai^rte ^ ^ 3ngggg5gi ij?r g5^ grai tgr Wcn 1 

W gik fell ggi t # gf^ gjt 3i##gi 

irmcM ;3«c^ €f 3)t ^ ^(g?, R(M grt GTH ^f |tT I I 

^ t f% ^ ’jcRirgsg gvMT gggggcp t ggr aracgrftra iregiaif 
■ t ^ c^ 3icFfg ^ gRT ^ g^ Jragg^ait c^ jmra ^ g5RDT 11 

ag^Tflra g^3Tt ^ gRorpRg^' ^ 3rf*[cgtg?T ^ Pngi^ smsm 

^ ^ sft; 

3j^g xix 1 ^ ^-^gjiTO # ■ anflcgiOid irggraif alk ftgracfi 

^tcT fg cfRI? c^ 3Rr>fg gRT ij? gtteff c^ jmig c^ gf^RTJRgWT' 

cbT wsf pTjrfRg ^C^f^?it5g?l^g5tgg^^ ^ ^ 

3rirtgR ^ ancitg; if gira g^gft ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^gg g<3n I ’ 3fjRgTf%RT tt^3ft‘ C^ 3f^ ^ ^ ^f ?g ^ gR^ f)% 

f!t^: gR irggraj}- ^ ^ gi^gMg gRgrgi' aRmrftcf' 

^ •fRpnafch -1 I ^ 3TR'3mRiRFftg‘ g^t ?KgM grrj^' ajamr ' ftRfgft 

5Rgr?IT, JjgfgqH, Ijfeqg g fipgr uff trf^gMfr c^ gf t ( JRT ftgr ggr) I |g 

^ t f^' awcgifiicf gggtgft ^ gJcRgwJ grggra ^ ^fggRg 
^ ge ag-gggg; t gggig Rsgc^ gjoRgggq fip^fft ggng gsr ^ arfeg? grar 4 

3ft? ^ f^lfM if ^ f?SRf% g^, ^ ^ ^ 3jjj^ 

^ ^ 3fg?g §' #fT grftt? i gt^ ggj ■ f^gn^ 

gttg ?g gRR c^ argnfg gg^ gRi gg grfii?^ jrmg g5f ggg t, 

?^g fiRgra t fe fg grggig gg?^gf3T^tfe?^g?^:^ jrgffra fj^gr' 
?rri|g arrarag) gg?g ^ fejig# gf|g ife 1994 ^ argpfg ^ 

mffgf^t(?ra 1 ^ggT). 1994 gi^ g<gg 

3T5?^cptttei994 c^ar^^U: ^ Wpzs^argggg^gRRc^gRT-l 
^ arfing arg ggrgr ggr t i ^gf^ gg^ g^ 3 ^^ 

d^ig-ggi ife 1994 ^ ^ giftf?^ c^ afszRftg 11 

^ ggrfet ?g^g?garftcfk f^fcRg afPRjiftfg'3fk'3ra?gra^ 

^ ^ ‘ awRirflRf gggraff ‘ gjf' aRfgrftg gggraif ■ gg ggfg grg t I' 

g?3Tmi gRgi gf^ gf ^ ^^ ^ ^ ^ grafaft ^ f^gig^t 
^ gg grafaft ggg ggargr ^ gy ggy^ft f aft? ^ gr^ gtflg ggyfjj^ 


[^n—‘gpjg3(i)] 
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3^41cfl^ Plcr>N 3T5lt?JTflRr" %3?cTn t | 


m ^ ^ ^ ^cTTm t cnf 2001-02 sfk 2002-03 ^ 

^ ^ TJ ^ 3TRn^ 3TW1W. ^<plTt'5] ^ "^3% Srfcf ^ # I ’TRcT ^ 3TPTrf^ cfr^ 
^TRrJt 3T8jt^ ^si^dtcTl^ w ^ chiyuf 3TnrJn1%?i yciHisff 

^ ^ ^Tj^Bcqr^ ^ 1 urtc^ 

^ ^ 4t TJ ^ >3?qT^ erPM ^ ^ ^H t d l^ft 

^ Tc^ftrai ^ 6 cHi<a ^ ^ Tj ^ arfctftcKT ^ ^ ^ "nf ^ ijt 

^ «[TW?3jkf^r5^ wjrf^cj7cH wm ^ afhrw^ ^ g^Rur 

^ ^ ^jxm 5Mf5tcf^ 

f^RT^ M^d'wyoH »TRd ^ XJ ^ vSTTcf ^ I cT^Tlft, Hcf^ ^^fcfTf^ 

^ ^chy TTF cb$l ^ ^ >FFR ^ XJ 1^ ^ ^ 

^ irar^ ;3rRRT sft afh? xri^ 

^ ^ f^dldi ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^gf^rarraft ^ wht ^ ^ 

^ I 

(^) Ttl^ cF?!^ C^ aRT% 3TTcmwr ^ ^ET ^ ^ ^ W t 

1975 ^ 8 ^ SRT f^ cR^ XIY ^^^ftqRT eFTT^ ^ 

iTRT Btcft ^ '^lf5d ^ WTcTT ^ cTgr cRg iTRcT ^ ^ ^TT^aff 

^ arPTicr ^ t afhr ^ f^rfM ^ t f^RT^ >3^ ^ tj^ ^ ^ 

i;> aT2?m ^ ^ w?F t I arfcrf^," ^ ^ ^ ^ aiRrmf ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ gcRTT ^ ^J;o^^ 3^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ 

tRtp (^KTttiw ^ ^ qFerFr afh? ^c^ ' h) 1997 ^ aRFtcT 

^ T]^ t I ^?f?TR TfW^ ^ 3Tf%H ^ 3rf%TT ^ cTcf) ^ 31TETR ^ 

fijRft ^ cnf ^ ^PRT ^ ^ ^ ^ afRTRfr ^ t I W^W\ -HIH^ ^ cf^ 

1997-98 ^ 2002-03 (f^X!^ XT^ ^ 31^ ^ mm ^ % XT^ vjsfm 

^ t vifii -cj^ ^ 'axMKchl >ft yfclwrt cfr^ ^ t cT^ 

aRtRf^^ xrfcRq^ qH^dl w '5diic;«i c^ v3'ff'?cii4) ^ cFtrut ^rt 

apXRt^^ jrfcRqEjt ^d|c|>^u| ^ HTcTETH ^ SJT I IT? ^Hl'^ ^ ^ tfRcf ^ f ^^d , 
afk fcRfifrW ^ ^ ^r ^TRcf ^ XjqfOT -cf^ ^ I 

'dychK ^ ift xRft’^T^ aft? n^nld xjft ift ? ^ pnjs cf>t4t ^irott ^ an% 
^rteff 1^ STT I ftPRfdraff ^ xrf^ 0 ms ^ ^jf xj ^ arfcrfexr 

OTxn ^ WRT % ^ ^ tjf x]^ TR ^Txm? aft? f^raM tr xrfcff^ xmrcr 
w I arraidl ^ ?q^ ^ ?nft aRhrrt^ ■Ersqraft ^ xmm t i xjr^ xtcp> ^ 

4t ? ^ ^r ^TRcf ^ %XT -qXT \yd?^ri^ cFT t, IT? X3e^ c^ 
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t ^ T? Sim ^ ^ 3RI WTcff ^ ^ 

cf5t 3T5^ #7 31Ufcl«lR)d 3IT^ TftuPTI ^ ^Tlftcl 51^ 

^ ^ 3wf?T ^ tr ^ ^ arrard 

^ ^ I anw aiyc^iTftid ir^arf atk Vim gm ttci 

5. eiRlr ^ ^RRT 

^ aiPTIcfr ^ v3d{K<*7'l ^ 5rfcl ft/ ^ ^ ^SRRI 

fsn aik cf^r wi ^ wf>t urflt ^ cnfem ^ t:- 







aiRiRf 

?R5cf 

^R5f 

x3sqRH ik 
% 55^ Wl ^ 
airar 

'BRSf 
W % %WST 

1997-98 

4192 

2125 

898 

3023 

21.42 

70.29 

1998-99 

5242 

3222 

1376 

4598 

26.25 

70.07 

1999-00 

6147 

3722 

2253 

5975 

36.65 

62.29 

2000-01 

5313 

4983 

2056 

7039 

38.70 

70.79 

2001-02 

6124 

4370 

4339 

8709 

70.85 

50.18 

2002-03 

3834 

3149 

5934 

9083 

154.77 

34.66 

(Iq'rtqx:) 

2002-03 

4751 T 

4107 1 

7912 if 

12019 II 

166.53 

34.17 


I airwra<b ’ifwiWcF 

(^) 1997-98 ^ 2001-02 W ^ W ^ ^ 3mRr ^ af^fTdH 

awr? T7 ^ XT ^ aTTTRT 2185 STI vift 2002-03 ^ <Tlf^ch (2002-03) an^TR 

XR iracR 7912 fvm fx^RT^t cTWr 262% ^ ^ I 3l^ ^ 

5404 ^ afhiTcT >^\ q ^ vicMiqd gft |[cFTr flfrRicT ^ SRq 4 aiFTRT vjft 407f< 

2002-03 ^ FFPFT 155%) ^ aft? qlwf^cr^ SJcMiq^ ^ aTTOT? XR 166%. ^[f^ 

ffi ^ d?g vjit^ amf& aTRTRfr sot xft aft? ^ -^ r \ ^f ^ 

ft i xft ST ^ vJOTm vjft 1997-98 ^ 4192 ftt. m, 2001-02 4 ?Scf5^ 
6124 ftt. tt 'TTH a^ft? 2002-03 xq^[^ ^ ^TC^pj? 3834 Tf)^. cl^ ?g "rp^jj 

f^T?T^ SJOTT^ ^r 22 % Pl?rcJci 3?Tt i 


(?l) xft XT ^ f^f^5sfi 2000-01 ^ 4983 ^ ?r#5cr ?d? 

XT? Hgd Ti| xjft 2002-03 ^ ^ 4 ^cl4)>{ 3149 ?t ’it (2002-03 ^ 

4107 I ^ xft XT cf^ 3^^ ^ 2000-01 ^ cTTTpj jqc ;^ 






[^n—^sp>g3(i)] 




n 


«n 2002 ^ 34% ^ Pl^f^e ant 3?«lfcT ^ 36% ^ 

-wn w i ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ti^ ^ n>t ^ ^ fla 5 t 

Mif^i^l ^ wJ fan 11 

(tt) 4 t ^ ^ ^ ^fn 3 ?n^ ^ 1999-2000 ^ 

315.375 tt 2000-01 ^ 72.625 ^ tt ^ ^n, n? ni^, 2002 ^ ^ 

^ 418.575 ft ^ I cWTPt, 2002 ^ 3m ^t amttiEr 

^mrmn ^ vsw^n ^ nn^ eo ^ nmi nnr ^n i 

W vicMiq<+> gn onmr ^jnntn ^ 1997-98 83.85 

8n 3ik ^ 1999-2000 A 102 . 45 % tt nnr sn 2001-02 ^ 61 . 24 % ^ 
ant ^ 2002-03 (fen^ n^) n>t arafir ^ ttvm aTFt alk c^pm 52 % n>t 
Pi'iMd ant I 

(^•) ^ ^gnR?r tigft 4PRIT; ■'SRMKcp' mm ^ ^ «m?n 

nr^ tt aTFt afk ^rj#? «rf!r tt^ n>t anw ^ mmn «ft n?? mr t mm 
5raf^ n^tmit tt ^nn^t nm mmSt mm tt?ft 11 

WT^ f^?crw ^ ^ ^ uTicn t % lET^ ^ cmmn 2000-01 
nm ■'cIcmkh, 5nmT m ^ arnm m^ tt^R wn w, nm 

^ nn^ fift ntt I 
6. ^Nunc*icb 

(^) vjgfm n?r mft? srfcr ft t ■cwy mn 1 1 n«nft, nfcmjof 5?^ 
^ t % w vjdlTT ^ gf 5rf!r nMn arrmcfr ^ g>Rur ft 13?«jm 

n«Tf pn m? ^ ar^nR vj^ n?r. gf «rf^ mn: ft t I 
mfM fRT gf mn t % an^g^ ^rt ^rmn 

^ f? ^ 5 Tmn n>t nt % ^ nrn 

t ^ gf gtt g>fT w rnnmr ^ annm aft? «ff!r ^ n>r?mcnm ?Rg t I 
n^mn ^ ^ gf ^ w t % w g^ wngn^ g?r n#r dct/m^ 
g>t arRigg ft t 2002-03 ^ > 3 ^ g>t fRm 
amf^ ^ f^migg ^ mg fRm gR^ n? mn gcmr t 1 g^ ?mngg?t gg 
mg^ gf t % mt ijtgdf g^ g>t ^r 2002-03 f^tmign ^r m^ gggg 
wu t I 

(^) gf ift cT^ ggr t % gf^ mmgg aft? f|g^ %? a?ggT gf5g ?tt t ^ 
angT?fr ^ ?ng gggmmg? ?Tgg gg grgr ntf f^Rn m ?Tg>m 1 gf gg^ 
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^ ^ HTcTSTpft 3TJ?TR ^ ^lychl 

^jOTcFT im % ^ c^ ^ i c T H 3jk 

^ ^i'HK ^>^d: 3TRncr 5Tfct c^ #£[ c|5RU|j^ch c^ f^f q it^ U ] ^ 
^T^fToM Pi^*iicicD cfe ^ ^ ^ t ^ vj^ 

^ TR STTO cn^ ?r22jTc^ cf«TT ^ 

xScRT cRg 3TmT?fr ^ly^cf ^ ^ -1% 

^ ^ XTcT ^ ^TRTRfr ^ -Ej^ ^ 

^aRqi^, «TOfT ^ ^ ?TPr 3fTf^ cfe ^ 3 TcR ^ ^ I 

3TMIcl ^ 5lct?T ^5^ ^ ■^3''5cRR 

3fR f^ cfe arflm? 6|7 w 3i%r^ ^ vSTTcn t sfR whcpt 

^nfer ^ WT t 3fR ^ ^ WT t eft ^ 5|CFJR || 

crf^eT ^rr^reft c^ ^^rut ^ 11 

(^) ^ ^ n3RrT cFR;Tr H - geelij^uj t ^ ^ inef 

^ RrgRuT ^ ^ ?Rtr t Rp w ^ ^3^ ^fft it ^ ^ 3MMf cfe ^FRUT 

it t ST^JcTT 3H7 cfTRcf^ cfe cfTRUT | ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t 

^ SmiMt 3RTm ^§d?r ^ Rmkiry ^ vJeqr^ ^ RrT^ uR^ 
tl erffe 3M]cft c^ ^ ^ cf^ uTt^ -nRiJlfH 3TRIidf ^CR ^ fcTxrR cfR^ 

3fR c|^ cyR^ c^ ^ f^cf^ 

^ 2TT sfR ^ 3TRlcft ^ eT^ ift ^ tt ^ ^ eft ^rf9?r 3TRTIcft ^ ^ 

^ WcT ^Ru|H Rlchidl W TTcynTT t ct^Rh smyRft .i^ WTT^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ it tl ^ ^ ^Pt ^ RfRft ^ 

^ v34el«£T ^ JR^ffcT W ^ fcp vargfpT cf^t c[f5?r 

cfe cfTRirr 3 yj^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ fIfRft ^ TyRun^ ^ CJTI 3#^: RrTT 

3r^rf^ t I 

(^) ^ ^ ^ 2001-02 ^ ^ it ^ ^ ^ 2002-03 

^ 3Tf^ ^ TR ^ 

2001-02 (f^^Tf^ ^ 4426 ^ ^T^qR 2002-03 (feNr^ 3834 

w t I ^ acbR fe5t 4 ift RRicre cy5t ^nt ^ ^ 3300 
^ ^ 3TclRr ^ ^ 3149 tt TI^ ^ I 2002-03 ^ ^ 

^ ft 5rrf$r ^ cf?t sft I 

^ ^ 5rf^ qif^ ^ 2001-02 c^ ^p[H 67034 ^ ^ 8ft 

^^02-03 ft ^dch'i 51298 ^ mt ^it ^ ftpfift ePm 24%. ^ 

fft^rr^ ^ ^ Trt ^ I ^d^Kcr>[ c^ ^3eTO^ 3fR fft?lft ft IcfRTH 

^ ^ fftjTH eTFm ^^RTcfjT m\^ fuRfft ^3^ WTRPT elFRT ft 
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' ife ^ ^ ^ ^ I ^ W t ^ ^ W ^ 1998-99 ^ 
411 cTO ^ ^ fM^ Wr |3TT ^ 1999-2000 ^ 426 

cTO ^ "TRI fyRT^ 31 W^. 2002 ^ f^rf% ^ 31^^-254 elT^ ^ ^ 
Pi'dcici 31Tf ^ 5^: 2002-03 ^ ^ ^ 779 ^ ^ 

TOI 

^ it ^ ^ ’TN#^ «fT^ ^ 51^ ^ ^ t it ^ 

v3?TT^qif ^ "HlflT ^rfcf ^ 3TRTcf7T Wpq tt ^ t <ai't1<T>'< 

^ ^ tt 4t TJ ^ WT ^ q^ ^ ■q^ OTcFT ^3cq^ 

tt ^ t I snTTTrfr ^ M f^rf^ ^ t f^r#^ ^ it ^ 

^ ^Tcr^ ^ iR 13fhr 4 

t f^RT^ "^q^ cik m ^'qm w?tt t ^ 5ra>R ^ sifit 
crf^ 3n7rT?fi ^ cioNtq it t i 

(^.) "zm ^ W t 2002 - 03 (f^^H^ ^ 31 ^ ^ ^ 

wrfM 3fhf qRielH ^ ^Wf ^ ^ q^ffRT it ^ ^ 

tt tt q ^ cj5tq^ vi'^crTi cr>r41 ^ <^+i<dt it ^ 3i^w ^rtt 
2 ft I 

(^) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t qrfM ft 3Tft^ ^ 

t I qrlM KRi ^ ft ^39Rn "w gsj w ft ^^qrfer tt tt 

q 3jk 31Fnfft^ tt tt q ^ JjUidxll ft t I ^ 3T5ft?I fft^n w t 

3jMif^cf tt tft XT ^ WT ft vJxqif^d tt tt q ^ Jjuidxn ftfen t 

3fhf 'zm jjujciTiT ^ <jfech)ui ft Mii\'m ft 3j|i^if?id tt tft? ^ vsq^Vi 
^ q^ feRT t I ^3^ ?RZf q^ ^ fftw^ fftRT t ^ tt gRT 
3TRTf?R tt tt q ^ Ic^ ft ^ q^ 3{qft tt q ^ Ift^ ^ ^ ^ 

t ^ ^3^ 3f^^ ^ ft fft^n w t l ft^ ft 

Vj^ttft ^ t qqlcKfl fftpTRfer fftft?ft 3TF}fft^Tft3Tt ^ 3!fft^ 

^ l^cTR f fftmft ^ 5 Rq t ^ ftt fftftftt 
3rnjfft^RTt3rt ^ wqq qr^ ^Rft ft ^ ^ t i ^ 
fftqft cfftrr^ cF)i ftfter t^ft^wtf^^ftt^^ft ^?q^ dk q^ ^ ^cTRT 
ft ^^^tft 3TRnfftn tt tt q ^ IcHT ft 3Tqftt ctjldoi ^ qnqsnftftjftq’ 
qfftwftt ^Riq w 11 3r^. tt? ^ fftwR t ^ ^ftqftr ft ^Ejfbn 

^JURtTT ^ 'dci^d Ifteldi ^ I ft^TTfft> ^7R Ni<^<s( fftRT W ^cf>| tt ft^ q ^ 
# 3rrt qq> ^>tTTcT ij^^ t I ^ fft^jjWr ft 3Tqftt ft 3tr^ ^ 
ft 3rfft^ cpftr ^ M i Tifft cFR cjftrrftr ^ ^EifeiT ^ywxn ft ^ 
vimpn ftr 3r4 ^ Pichftqr 3imifftd tt xft q ^ ^yq^xn ft ftt 
3Rfft ^ ^IqR Rl'^lcld 3Trt t ^ ^ ^ tt I 
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^ ^ ^ t % " PToiJlRld ^ HHd l" 

^ Ric^id ^ 3nm% @ i ^ f^rf^ i\ ^ qgri ctfrt 

^ 3nmRd fc^ ^ ^ ^ ^ch^l gft I c^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ w ^ 3T3%?T t ^ ^ c^ 

cflf^cjo '<iRqi ^ JfcFjR ^ 3Tl'Mld c^Tlnd c^ ■^o^Tpft ^ STT^TR ^ 

f i crrf^ ^ Rmkur ^ f|^ 4 eft ^ 

qfw C^ ^?T-^ 3TRlfcld ^ 4t T? ^ 

^ ^ i^iecbl c^ ^ ^ ^ cj5lHd c^ ^ 3T^ f|^?nw 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ armrRd ^ f I arc^rm, cf^tHcfr 

^ RrRTE ^ f^rf^ ^ l^f^l c^l^d ft'^cfl Pii|5d c^l^d ^ 

^ t f^RT^ ^ ^r ^ C^ ^ t f^RT^ ^ ^ ^ 

3TT?ft t I TO ^ ^ TOT ^ TOmr t ^ 3TTO^ 

cf^tTTdt TOTft TO ^ #. fuTTOT ^ 5R^§T ^TO # I 

'J^T^^d Rt'ciK-f^H;?! ^ ^ ^<31 ^ ^cf)di ^ 3TT^lR^d ^ ^ TJ ^ 

^ d^tTTrft ^ ^ TO cfWt dn tot 4 ^7^ W ^ TOTfer 

^ ^ Tt ^ ^JTOdT c^ 37^ ^ ^ ^ f^TOTT ^ TO^dT I 

7. ^yJTO IJd dc^Mi d^l^dl 

(ci>) ^ xTTfM ^ dF 3n^ TOTdT t ^ firmf^d ^ ^ 

df^ ^JTOdT dl^ ^ ^ RlTOd. dd 1^ Md 

^ ?rRr dd ^JeTJp TOdd t I TOT fctRTT t 3Tr dT(c l d 4t ^ d 
^ 4t TO ^ RtRlRd ^ ^ TJ dft ^TOT ^ ^gPTddT sft^ f^'idlcld ^ STcTd 5Td5R 
^ t I ^ ^r d? ^ TOT t % 3TTdTfcTd 

TO t dlTO ^ TO ^ ^ dftRqgf TO^ t dd^r dddtd TOsJt f^^mdTd 
dTO @ I d? ^ TOT t ^ 4t TO TO ^JTTtro^ 9001 di-ddN I kl dMf 
t I ^ 4t TO ^ RlRRcl ^ 4t d ^ 3TTdTf?rd TOTd d^ fcT?tddT3T! ^ dT^ ^ 
dhifd 3TTdR d? 3T^ d^ d^ TO df^ ^ dF ddT dTO t f% c^ ^ TO dd 
ddTTd ^idifrld ^ 4t TT ^^Id: 5er%I t I aTT^TO^ 9001 BdTTddrt ^ 
3T^TO ^ drror ^ TO ^g;ddT c^ f afrf drro d^t ijof d^T 

'^P)r?qd dR^ "f ddT ^^dd RtXdy “gdR dR^ I 3TT^ dF 37^^ fedT t 
dd^ TOT ^ ^ IT ^ 3r^ch afl^ *j$i]ei dTTO f dft WTTd TO dd?^td>t 
^TFTddT ^tdT dd d^ ^^5d: RT^ f ddt% dd^ TOo>!d df^ dT? Hddd 100 

f^.dT. ^ 5 dd TO d5t 3T^ TOTT ^ ^ t r^Tf^TdTO d|d^ d^dfM 

dddff TO)^ d^ ^ ^ dft d^t ><<3^1 f I d?' ^ 31^^ fcTOr t' 

ddd dd^tdT^ ■^d d^ £dTd ^ ^ sft^ dT^ch ^ ■^FTTd d^ ddTd 

3fk ^'^r d^ ^ ^ TO ^ d5t TJ^ TOdd^t ^ 


[^n~^r°g3(i)] 




M 

^ <4)cj7ix 0 ^gfcRT ^5^ 3TmR ^ ^ f I aigc^ srt 

3T9cf,2001 ^ 2001 cT^ ^ 3T^ ^ 4t ^ ^ ysj^cT ij^ 

^ ^ 3mcft^ ^ w ^ t ^ g>t eo ^ 

1? ^f^RT ^ -qf t I 3igcr ^ 'jcrrf. 2002 4 ^ ^ >5c^ stt 
^ 20 XT ^ 3Tf^ ^ #TT I 'L^l^\T'yie<^l^e ^ ^ 

f%2rPlcT 5^ XMT W «IT 3fk 

1990-99 ^ 

16 ^ ^ ^ vjft 2002-03 ^ ^c|r? 2874 ^ ^ '^Tf I 


(^) ^tfM 3rr^xT^ ^ ^ 

^n?T4 ^ ^ ^ f^TWR ^ t ^ ^ srr^RT ^ 

^ ^ cf?M sfNr x?;^fM ^ arjqrH^ t uft fttMTcjH ^ 

^ €t ^icici 3?«RT amzrtx^ ^ I ■^^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

STT^ gRT ^ xft 1^ ^ 3^x1 3T[^ X^ 3?t 90 J1 ^ XjcRf M*fIU|-xr5r ^ ^3ec^ 
t ^ xft ^ Jjuiqtii y^ yoTT^ 3rR>c^ %q7 TPqT t 3fk'x3X^ ^ 
XT ^ ^ 3TTf XT^ 3?t 9001: 200C ^ 3T^m3lt ^ 3?^^ xyiy TTOT t I 

^ ^ ^CTHTT f^'^T ■XRTT ^ 'll' X^ qj^ 3 fq^ ^ xft xr ^ vilt^ 

^ xrqfx^ igf^ t 3flY ir ^ - jXp c^ vST^ ^ ^ 

f vjft >ft^ *1lH<i'Sl ^ XJ^ qrx6 f I 3TX?^ XPJ^ THW^ ^ 

^ yf^ yx^ ^ f ^ ^ XT 1^ ^cf)[4di ^r^ft tl 

^ xft y ^ ^ct>i4cii ^ ^ ^ xft XT^ ^ 4) sTj^rg t xtt^ 

^ c^Pl<»Tcq, XTxfrq^t XT^ XTcTT?^ 3TTf^ xM vjfPfi ^ 

cprXrfM ^ f%?4?T 


(^) ^J^IciTlI ^ ^ xiy 3{dq X^xf ^ Rxik i%yT W X^cRdT I 4t xf^ xr x^ 
^nf^rf^T^ vJd^ic; t sfk ^ ^ ^xxfcfdT afty ^f5txRf ^ oir ^ 
fx? 4t xft y ^ yrH^ff^ch yfcTwyiten Xiy t X^y 

^ffcRxrtff N3cqT4f % jrfcIWTftcT f^H(\ TSm t I Xrfc^XF?# X3^ ^ 
^fi)|R4ct> yfcTWTxpft^RT x^y ^ v4'XnRcT ^ ?T22J 4t ^cMH #tcft t 

3lf24l ^ ^ xft y^ ^ yfTRtft 3f^chK ^ ^^xjfR ^ xft y^ 

4t xft y ^ ^h4)^I ^RxRT ^vjRt ^ f^Rqfui 4. 3Tr4 "ST^lcR efFRT 
^ xsifcl^fS ^ j%Z|T t I xjcftcRT f4WR ^ EZTR 4 y?g^ ^ 
RFTT X5TRTT # ^ xft y^ y^ xjujcRTF X^ cfcfj^^ xff^RRTT X^ yBcT 

3TRT?ff ^ 8ft I 
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.. cfifT 

^ 10000 cfft awm cr ^ sn w 

I 7 rf , 3 ] gRI ^ 7 Tf t 3 fR -^RSJ if cf^ yffg cfRif jr 

a^ISf fcfi^T t I ^gc^Rcpi ^ %qT t 1% gl^ 1990 if tiR ;h 4-^ cR fSfjffnT 
t-*Ri T|R iin .ft Hi^cr^ 10000 Jft. cr c|=r% ^ gf^ ^ ^ ^ 

f-fejn Tigf R f?R^ ’Tm HIH 4 ^ gq xiteR^ 

-cb^ J«TMrq-R 3TR8ff?m ^ 5 OOO ^ ^ ^ 

vr-?M ■<,m--f);i angr^ hr jRgft t l aoif ^ f|p 

q-R am^sff c^.^gj^^cfft^iTOTc^^tcWT 

cfn anq-^ 

10000 -fl, 2'f cfft t I OTgtT crrM ^uFqRrrarsnfjR^tfttT^ 
^-^c^fir*RT cRqf-^^ SRI Jicrf^) if epm 32 ^Rjf? gn amrPra 

dTR3 7-1 afro ^ anlRci, (anf ^ tj^ff gff)^ ftcf5f%ci 

ci;?r-l If-cRl^fiai cIcRR^ ^ aTFETR IR f Sttf^^Rl f f^o, ^ TO - 4)cb 1 

'it sft '^t i;; cR 5000 cr fctPiHfui cfR^ ^ xjcfj iro- Rjrftif 

cF>i'I oil 5 r>!iiTq f%Rf gff | iff it^ if URRiT ^ ^ ^ RR iff^T ^ 

?=• raq qralfgi c^ rsi 5^, i;i% cp^r iff ffp^ gp | 1994.95 if ^ ^ ^ 

Jri-'I ?rmTq 7500 ^.- 5 ^ aifciff 11 ^ sff | qf^ifRRj ^ ojr^rJr airaT?! gftiR ^ 

■Riiqi .Jfirat IR- 1999-2000 ^ 

5000 ctfifTs: if 4JRR 6000 ^ iff if cTSP 2001-02 if 3IFf 3fk 10000 ^ iff If 

m ^ iff i najlft el^ 7f| ^-f §TJfR CR IJtJiffJI 1f^ f=Rff TRf Sff cPlff^ ^RRif gff 

arRioi if ai -q-fstcp csVd'ff ftiiTir URiff feff smTfcfcT aff ^ rrui ^fffiR 

^iR airqifiR-7 R I 5715 RfM SRI 7,5 ^ iRn t fti 3 ti^ sra am, ^ 

miffli crRdi cpri f^^-ijDf f>f„ ^ an 3lk i,? fiR art% iafRip aff | 5 ^, if 
tar ^T t f% f^n irftf^fM if^7fft?ci^3RiffaRmTcR fiRRR fWan ^ w 
’ffi ^iir ^ aRi.id t 13TT7Rgj it n? Trarar 11% mWSqcp ^Risn ^ ^ im 

vRiRl 5 cp 4 gff 5R-R 5000 Jft. sn nff aff 1999-2000 ^ 

6000 Tff.-d-djPR fen irar an afti 2001-02 if anif afk 10000 fe rt cr? fem 
^ I ?it fti-dTi iR fenR ffen nan an Mfe arf?rfera arorr cr tor fW 
fetiiRfeifi i nojcff ffe ^ ciff iR RTRff t I ncR iiflcf fefdR 7f5f ciFra ^ 450 
etra -iWif 3TI^ aff iiRfe RTra ijenfer cr?^ cHf anifep ciFra 4500 cira isni, aff 1 

?-fl.ffcRi 100 % ^ aifafn, nn fe^ 5 ^ nnj^ 3 if^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

iTcPdi an I aiRR ^ ^ 5fe ^ nf^ fe rn, ^nnRn ^ igrit c,n 

cTT'R if cRff aniTTft aflR iff ife fe amr arf^ irer^ nan ijur^ w inifej 

^TR fe -aR,in cpf 5RT cRi% if iRg Pffeff I fn cpf EnR if iig^ ^ 7,5 

^ R-R cm iicRn fjRi^iffiTefi^annffsRn,^ fesnR cpt fe fefe ffen an n? 

fe^if ir^ an afe 7,5 fti ^ If arf^ isf^ijn t 11 ,? ^ feji nan t fe ^tt^r, 

ffc R rcr, anrf^^ i^ fen? C3?nar iriisRiir, amftns.ciR, arfirfean 77773 
nan ffeTTRn, fe ^ fenra^ ftR ifeff infirai^ fefr i^nfe, feij 1 , 1 ? 775 ^ 7 ^ 




[^II—^gpg3(i)] 
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^ 10000 Ift. gft ^ «rTOT ^ ^ cpm^r stfUcp arimt 
w? f I ^ gft awr grt %1?t if isooo ^tRcr gft jrj^nftcT 

SWcIT ^ atKII'f l ^ ?SRn «IT ^Chdl t irf^ HT^cfl PlcT?! ^ JTFT ^ < 3 ^ cTSTT 
31omcrf?r if ?T3iT? ^tq^Sf 3fk cRT^ ^ ST^qra if 3Tra?4cp m?T ^ ^ 
f^rf^ if I'SRTT yfT 'Hqjrti f -qi^ qjqpft BWfR ^shf qjq qTRcp c^ 

3fl[^ ^ flfw? cf»f^ 3jk ^ l?4^qftqtq^qraq^q?r afcTTR 

OTasi ^1 
9. iStm 

(^) ^ 3TRm ^ ferr t ^ ^ f^ c^ ^ 

^ t I ^£i ^ ^ xjm t % w^Eft v5rm c^ fm^ c^ 

ftraif fSraWf gra amr^ ^ qnqcT Mqcpr« q^tef qi^tft 
^ 3Trar?i3p ^ t, ^ffiffqra qrra qiR^ if ^©frqRj q?r^ 
afwicff ^ qatqra qrra 3nmqijeT_3TiraT M t I fera qftqq 
q? 3fiqm ^ ^ f g? ^ cRRg; f qjfrfe 31 ^ qf^qf g? 
anqrq q^ t gjt ^STfqra gq^ gft firqqgif^ ^ f?R^ 
gf^ gjTgraf ^ ^ gft q^ qfcTfqgf q^ ^ g?-gJfqq qq^ fq gq^ 
gft ftqg g^ ^ t I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

grg qiftq a# aargr 'ingil srrgigq gft qqg gft gfqff f ^ gq^ 3 TE}t ;7 
Bqqggif gft fefft,- cnqqgrq aqf^ ^ if qf^gifg grtg arirfgra M 
tl ^ gqp^g? qfcRqEff gft gftqcr qq gr^ f 3 ft? 13 ^ 

^ arrara g^ M^Pich gq grqft f gag ■Efej q^ jP 3 ,g 

3fi<T>cii ^gfiui ^ qrfg gft grqgg,^ f 1 

fa) #q^pg5 ^ gqgrsT grgx; qg sM ^ g? ^ qgr t fSq 2002-03 (f^^ 
^ ^gq ^Tftg angraf c^ cHtqcff (^aqfgtp ) if aqf t gft 

2001-0 2 if 48128 ao 4t,xjq,€t, ^ cfqqq 23% ggg?? 37064 go 'ft.ijq.^. ^ 

^ ^ if gqft gft q^ aft 1 g? go^^d-flg t % 

gffqgt if Ptgge ^nk f?f^ gq tpfj g gtdg) t atk f^ff c^ 
qRwiqww g^ ggrrggi gft arirf ft t t g^ uqnqgj gpgt ggngq, 

qg aqgr gqgfq if tggq Jaicigi ?rRr<q grgq ^fqg ^ ggqq t g^ ggffstg? 
g?cg^ qg ^ qf^ c^ gq t it 3iq^ pjpqp^ ^ ^ 

^ J' ft gftqgt MR^nqigw gRcj gTqrggft qrf^jg ?tgq if a tP i g i 4d : 
gqff 3PRft t afk gqgff oTfqqgfn qqifcrg ^ t l 

(q) g^ qtggggit if arq^t Rgfl gftqg ggjgqf jqga g^ aqg if aiq^ gfgg gft 
gqtq ';<a4 gft gftRrg c4t I f^gft gftqg if ^ aqf fq Rtggg gjg 4t 



24 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part II —Sec. 3(i)I 


3PFTT HTcfe 6R7X7 ^ | qTlSifl gRT cT^ 

fen w t Bcqr^ cf^t ^ cFiRirr arRirr f ^ 3 tt^ 

■2T? ^TFFTT ^ t cf#f^ ^ ^ tj c|^ 3IWRT c[5|^^ ^ ^ *1020 

3RMt cfe STRT-qRT ^ f 3tk cfW W ^ ^ c^ flf^ 

^ viTW cRkR ^ 3TTf 

1?^ tR xrg^ sn^iR ^ ^ ^?TcF)idt ^=?frfc[7 ^ v;iHtR 

t ftnchj vjli-cl 3T^ ^ axrfcRI cF^^Tlcff TR c]^ yqrcT ^ TF^cIT t I 
3TRTTrr A ^ 3T^ cfjRcl^ ^ f ^x^IRR 

RFR ^ ’ft jnTTcF ^ ^-l^cll t I urRhrR ^Hcfl W viim ^%1FT STRlf^ ^R^TI 
^ cff ^cl^lRcf) f 3fk ^ ^ crR5%T t I ftRft 'SfRI Snft^lfcCTft ^ fc^ 3RcR^ ^ 

ft ftei^ft f^lf^ cF^ ^fRTT ftiR ^ t I ^ Tj$t cfRft ^ 

IftylRd ^sRoft ^ I 

(^) 3TftcF> tirfert ft crf9^ 3TPnftt ^ cj^ift ^ sisjcrr i[^ si^f?rd cFRft eft 

feri^ ^ OTftr ^ ^ 3TRTTftr ft ^ 8ft aftftg 3?^ cF>Rcrft ft sft/ 
^ t i FF gft ft ft wft Pl^ctnjft 3Tnjfft-’TFT ftftsft SIcR f | ^ 
wfeft ft qrqr t fft> Tift^ ^Vl qft ^ ^ cF>Rur 3TTW ^ m cRftfftj 
^ 3TRTrr ^ 3T]^ ^ ^ ^ x^ f^ ^ ^ | ^ 

^^qft’T^tatkq^ftgTWtfftjcftift^ft 5000 ftt ftt 'q qft wfft^ 
aRdT ft qft 1992 ft qiRlfu^cb BdlRH ^ fft^I STT i ^Rlft 2001-02 ft 3Tqftt ^RRTI 
«rOTR 10000 qR ftt I ^c|xl ^RdT fftWR g?3Jd: qftf ft ftftftTJ eftt v3d[ T' dH 

eTRd qft dR qRft eft feR fftRT W m I 5lft?H ft ffteft 8ft ffto fcR^ 

^erft ^dftdFT q^ q>T 3ftr 8q I qjxrftt ft i^R#zi fftfttq ft^/fqft ft ^mqfft 

3tk d>r4^nc1 gftt eft 8ft fftRT XIR STfuT cFFfft srfftq? 8n ftlft eTFTd qift qiBF 

^ (fm) ft 5ifiReiTfft;d fft^qr w m I q? w fiftd fft>^ w sn fft> 
^ qRT qrffe ifftqrftt f. ^ T^ftft cHTlt t 3fR ^ 

3TefM iRlftd aroiT qicft ftfejqi Hfttftt qft aTHp 3rqft ^ gqtR i qK eft ^8j 

^dfftqrft ftt qft t d8n qRT 10000 ftt.^d qft §mdT t ^ qRT 3RRf^ 
HRqft ^ 3F3^ yfftqft ^ftfti? qft ’IRH qi^R 15000 ftt.dd qRft ofk ^^dq>T fftfftHW 
qRft qft ft’^lcqdl ^ I videft ^O^O^O 'dlRlfftqj Rchi>s1 ft qi^ Wcqijftd fcF>qi lyqT 8n 
1999 ft 725 ftt.dd CT8TT 1999 ft 700 ftt.dd ^ tftfftqW fftRT 

^ I q^ qqr sn fft> qftrftt ft vjqq iftftf ni^tftt ^ “^Rr fftftR ernrR 26 ftto dq 
^ fftIftFfW Rhqi qr I ^deft sr^icii, orift^ ft ft ftftftrj eft oTTqrftf tftftq qiff 
^ i ^ ftt ft fuRT qR qft HPT qft ^ q^ 3TTqTdt qft ^ddi ft HfeRqftf qqft eft 
Ri*^ 41d qft qft 3Tqfft dq^ sfcl'Wqf q>T TTHR 3T2RR dHeFR dRRT ^ I 

(^.) 3R: q^ HRft fft> qft^ vJdrrqcfft ^ HR? ftftftrT eftt qft^ hpt eftt Tjq qRft qft 

qqftd 5PTdT q# 8ft 3f8TqT q? HTqft qq qft^ 3TrqR t fft> 3TTqRf qft uRnR 


[^n—larogsa)] 
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«ft ^<^\<icry Tnij ^ Tf^T ^ Tf ^ ^ I 

^ ^<ai ^RT \j\t^ 3T^ ^ ariijidl ^ 1^ ^ I 

^ JR^ 'iSHcf 4 >3 t^ItR HT^ KM W( feRT # # 1997-98 ^ 

HWT 30% ^ 2002-03(feM^ A HWT 65% it -^ % \ 

^rfcT 3TRT?ft ^ ^RUT ^ # I \5fgt ^ yTR ^ 

3TRTcft ^ ^ vJt^Vl ^ R^f^ KK cf?t^ K^TR K^d ^tdT ^ I 

10. ^ ^ ^ ^rfct 

^lf24l ^ TIf ift ^ %?n # 1^ ^MTRcfj ^ ^ 

3TK^ PRfcT «II'JIK ^ <|clHl ^ t ^ 2002-03 ^ 2200 ^ Vjed?^ 1044 

^ “W % 3flK ^ ^ ^ K ^ SfRlcT f^TcfK chW^i ^ I ^ ^ ^ ^ 

srr^ ^ '(<9-11 t % ffiftK ^ BcKm K%?n mcT PRf?T ^ 

^ 'd*iM # I vstiVi KT^ ^ KfiRqwt ^ ^ «n 

^mcpx ^ ^ 3n|f§^ ^ 5Tg?I WKfiR KT^ <^r f^mf^T 

KTRR «n. 3TRRh^ m^R ilRl'WtiI ^ 3rRTT ^ 1^ ^ RT 

t I pRf?T 3^ tf ^cb vJd^ l 44?)' ^ 

Jifcl'tHtil «(t # K% KK f^MRdt ^ cTR ^3Tct gK 3HRW ^ 

^TTKT ^ Rr^Id ^ ^ 0 I ^ it KH ^ Pr^Id KTRR i ^ ^JR^T # 3ftK 

K?TRT ^ ^'dl \i^ i f^R f-l^5?i 3iIdtcb i ^RKMT 

5T%^ ^ 4dl^ RI% ^RMT dl^ld ^ ^ ^R% ^ 3Tq^ OTcR ^ 

^ f^RT ^ «n I STcT: >3felVl ^ 3TRT^ ^ cbR^T as1% K*M 

^ it XJ^ ^ Req^d KK W ^ I 

11 . ^•iidH/^HlitdH ifcRT 

(^) R?T 3Tram JrfrRqgf i WRRPM ^liflvjld ^ t, X3RT^q>f ^ 
^?W W ^ TT^MRT 11% Km ^ ^ 3Tra>T «TT ^ g ft KR ^ ^ i 

KKft Xied 3icHiqRl<l> WK # I 3ll^c{4>1 ^ JHidd jflyHI K?t # RRfi 
OTit KfcRKElfc^mmT ^EfR^ ^ f^ ^T^RR*TK> ^RRftXiFT ^ Rr ^ ^RTSTT Rr 
^ ^ M'TOlRa KKRi ^ 6 zM KK dc^<9 RrT W t I gni Kcbl' ^ MRT t 

i it itR K)t jrf?r XmidK cfFRT Km KR^ ^ OTit it dtP l K?) KK d^ l dW 

'jmTRT ^OTit RR^tui ^fiti(vjft i 3rR kt^ ar^Kit K>r ^kr f i 

3niKK>f ^ KKRT # R> i 5RKT ^KKtK K)t 3iRcbdH KKTKR“ddiKd dMId K)t Km KR^ 
K% iTTR tRr f^jqjTOcff ^ ^ em?TTaTt i 3TTi aiK sooo it. ^ 

^^ KKRTKRKt# I ^ Xj^itK # KKT# ^ ^qit Ki cHM i KKfm KKK 
#ft I OTcTTairt K>r 10000 it. ^ ^ kstkr isooo it. ^ KRi i d^m^ i it^ Ki k>t, 
^mK crim i ^ R'Wjy ^ ^ k ^kh k% imi kk Kf^ k>^ 
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^ mm ^ ^ 3ft? ^ TRofT ^ 

elTO ^ ^ ^m?3T7^ ^ 3TmT t I ^ ^ ^T 

elTO ^ mmi t ^?Tf^ ^ ift ^ Cj^ ^Ref? ^ aif^tcFKR 
^ vOTT^ ^ elMId ^ 317^ ^ 3TT?IT ^ I vi'c^d'^ ’HR f%?n? 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ XT ^ 0.931 ^ ^lOT)? 

0.900 xft.^ cfj?^ 3ft^ ^cld ^ <3Md Jlfct ^ 0.335 ^ t |ci l4 ?’< 

0.310 xft.^T ^ ^Rm^ t I f^fcFjT?ft 3rtfSRr ^ ?TT? qft Him 

f ^ Mcdk vTwRT? tTR q? ?r4^ ^ Jj-clleH Cf>?^ ^ cFT^ 
3T2rf^ fird'ld xrf^r^ ^ qpT^ ^ xgcfj^ if Tf^ fiferft | gjq^ 
^qtv^ 3TTTO q>f<Mv^ ^RTcT? ^ ?STFT q? c^ ell^d’^ qft ?enqqT qft # fuRT^ 
qRxjHTRWf f£R WRT ^r cTWT ^ qft ^ I c^mIc|[^ ^ 

q^ cqivjj qqi ^ '^l^''H qq1Ph vT^RT? viMqVl ^ 3lldRcb ?RTT£Rit qq ^ 
^ “c^hTI qtTT -^ci^dl qR^ ^ ^ vjfTXTTft I 3jidRcb ?RTT?Rff ^ ^ ^ cM4^ i ld 

xj^ q? ^ 4t qR ^ wiRf I W wnq (qr^' fbRi^ qi^n? ftqrRm w 

?j?r q^ fcfTt ^ qq?xJT 3Fq 3TTq qq ^uii ^Tqr I qrw'fl ql'vjfqi 891.11 cTRf ?qD 

q^ 3r5qTRrq ^ c^qq ^ qt q?xjfr ^ ^ ^2000 3 ft? f|dtq 

ir 15000 qqr qqqqq ^rqqr q^jq^ ^ -fOOOO Mx? 15000 
q^ t I ?€R ceiled wt^fq qRc^ ^ qqqqq ^ ^qq ^ qqrq ^ ^ 'qqqtq 

^ qfe qqq^ qrqeR q? 3nqT% c^f^ ?tqq wftq qR^ ^ 4 t 
PRqjq t I ^.xft.x^. grq tqR q7t q^ ?MqtvJR qtqpfT ^ qqpft 2005-06 ^ 

3Tq qq^ 18336 xff ^ ^ €jqd q>?% 4 ?r^ ^ ufiv^xf) 3 ft? qqqq qqTcH 

WTqRT ^jcq) q^ dqiRi ^ qjq fcRftq ■<jfeq))u} 4 cqc|^|4 qq qfTXRT I 

(?f) fcf44t xqf^4t 4 q^ qqRTT ^ 3 TT 4 qq> q?t ddiq^vjid qtvjfqi q? q^lqi q^ 

f^"qT R] qq^ I q^ qq, ^ qqqqq^ 4 qf^Tqqfqrq) W 4 3PT4t 

q’^ WfRRft q4 q^ qft t 3 ft? ^qfeR q^ ^ f4 5l14 ^ qq?xjff 4 4 qq^ 

^Rxtt t I 3fqqT qqqqq eiidd q4 qR qR4 ^ mjH 4 q?^ q4 q^ xjqq4 ^q4dq 

qt^34 q4 qrfq c^ q^ 4t 1 qrq 5 r^ ■5q43q qRrrr ?n4f^ srqqr 

^ I 4^ 5Rftq ?Ydi ^ 1% 4 qfc)'(q41^ qqr^ ^ q??Tq7 qqRi hr 
^ dff^^ 4 ^TRTTqt 4 f4eft qf4?qqf qq Trrqqr qq? "qc^ 1 ^^4 qqq4^q qR4 ^ feR 
^ x4^ 4 ^ cf^eT qqq^ qjq-^ q4 ?«TTqqT HR ^ ^ ^ 3Tqf4 4 

xgxqqf^R ^ qTTXRT 3ft? clldd H^ Hm HR^ 4 qtqqR q>?4 cT4qT I ^ q4^ HHHt 
qr-TeT? q4 ?^iiMdi q4 q?T?q 3ii4-qT4 3qq?f^tq x7^TH^t4idi34 ^ 4t q4 q^ qft ^ 
Xft x^ 4 ^qn f44qwr q4 qT4kT4 q43TmTqR4#l4txftqq4 f4f4qfxiT qf^RT, 

^^ ^-xjcqr^ q4 qr^ xjqqf^q 4t xft q q4 qrqr q4 crqqq i 07 f. 
qq?tt 4 I ?r3q t^qqxq 44 4 f^f^qW qR?r? 4 4tq? Vj??^ qxj;gpqjy 5rf4qq 
eRiT Rqi 4 I q? 4 m qqr qr % ^ ift x^ 4 ?tqq x^ q4tq4 q? 4^ q>?4 ^ feix? 
3T?r§q4 44t 4 d«41ci q7?4 q4 ?q4?ft qxjq^ 4t 'iH47dd|i^4q) 4qT? HR feRq 4 I 


[WTII—^SP»g3(i)] 
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^ jraTcR erPTcT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Mft-^TIR ^ 

^ ^ ^ 3lcTM ^ WTTW ^ ^ # 1^ 

^ ^ ^ Mq ■zffrqcn ^ ^ omcRTift^ ^ ^ urt 

WI t I ^5Mt cf)F ^Tgef ^ wm t f^RT^r 3Tf% 

^ ^ 3Tf^lw5t ^nf^ t ^ 3?e2T^ ^ ^ TI^RT^ A'<i)'cf>ftc|>c^ 

cfTFNt^ f^o ^wt) ^ t sfk >3^ cfMt ■^• 

3T£2T^ >JTr4^f^'45 ^ ^ ^cF5T^ ^ 

3TKT^ ^ srr I 

W WIcTT t ^;ecFj C^ 3Tf^VtMUT ^ ^ v^«i4cH 3jk 

5?frRq?ff epf^ ^ iiiF'Jft ^ ^ tf4) ^ ^fen ^ 

^ ^ t 3ik v3r?JtTT ^ 3Tq^ ^ ^ wjm ^ ^ 

^ ^ 'Ji'^)x:d ?t4t 1 

12. ’cfej x3Rqi<!cb1 <S\ 3r^=FRn: 

^cfRH TRn t fe ^ 4t Vj^. 1992 WTH 1994 ^ 3jk 

^ 1997 ^ ^ 5fr^ 2000 ^ ^ Tj4 cTT^cnFT ^ 41fe ^ STTni^fr 

me-iM ^jc^ c^ arfem ^ 3 t^?t sn i Pifee nTfen^. ^ cf^t^ cm^roe*?^ 
^ wu 8Tr f^ 3?feT nicfetsft ^ ^fci ^ ^ irt «ft I 

^ ^ ^ fen 7n[n t fe 4 arir 4tfe w ^rfei ^ arfenrur 

^e§Tfe7 mfen^ ^ feif cn^ ^ f I ^ ^jofef: aftfeRfer ^ fe nRcT 

c^ 4t ^ arjfe ^ fer # wot cfR^n t alk ^ 
arfefer wr ^ ^ ^ fe ^ OTm fe ^ f I ^ ^ w^m 

fefrn feiOT ^ t ajk ^ 4! ^ynwrg^ ^ 

arnjIcfeTf ^ t i ^ ^ arOTnr c^ ^ ^ ^ ^ w t w 

OT^ 4!fe fcTfeW OTcfT ^ ^ ^ t fer^ cT^ arrfe ^ ^ ^ nr 

^ ^ wm % ajk w^ wnft ^ ^ nfer 4^ craiF ^ OT3F>t vSRqOT 

OTT^ ^ ifelt t I 

^ ^ ^ THTT t fe ^T<?<^>' 4tfe ^ ferfe #,5rgcf^^r5?i 

OTTjft g^sncT: fefOTn arpffe (?naM) ^ nror «F5^ f afr? 

OTT ^ anw fen wr t i ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ w t fe feft wr fem nr 
cn^ OTnft T>f anOT ^pcn wf>t arfe sn fer^r feft c^ fe arraifcTa 
fenft ^ an^TR n? nfefrOTT ^ WRn cfott ^ w sn afk wff ^ 
nm wd'iHicb cbinl 4^ ^In ^ OTuflfea ^ fe? mtihi ^ r^tr 4ft 
OTft'fer aft^ awn ^ n>Ku| ^ wn nft ^fen sft ^ n5nJ ^ 4)i4 
sft I nF an?n ^ nft nn t fe wnnnj fe nft ^ nRft c^ fe 
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aror ^ ^ W5r wf^tcT ^ I ^ ^ ’ft 

1^ t % ^ ^ cTFicT cFJRUT ^ 3mr^ ^ pkftfftcjft Heqn 

^ trHt ^ w?ft t I 3rc^, WRT ^ wm ^ ^ t % 
wtqM "5^ ^ ^ 3?FrRft ^ ^ ^ f^if^ 

^ gcfncTHT Cf^ ^ '{^cbT^Rq^ TPTRTtuH ^ cR^ t I 

^ jrf^sft ^ ^ ^ ^fnro: ^ ^afftrPT ■'^jr^^ ^ 

^ ^ I ^^afftTRT ^ ^ crM^TRn c^ ft ^ 

^ V?n5ftt t ^ ^ t ^ 3tk yfcR^T«ft sRlft ^ 

vTdt^ ft ^’TT^ t I ^ viTTO ^ ft t ^ ^ 

cf^^ cfft t I ^ ^ ^ ftt IRT ftg cfiif WR W^«ft jnfepiRftf ^ 

^ ^ vJc^^iSfftk t ^ 3P^Tft?T fcjRft 

^TSfprr ^ cZnxTR W^RR^Tcp' wftr cFT # ™ V33RJT t I 

13. 3RI ^ 

(^) Mtft qrfM ^ ^ ^ writ w t %"5>^? 

q^ cfq^^ ^ ^ cfTT^ ^ ^ ^ ^^^TTftqr ^q^ qft! wq ^ f l ^ ftt 

qe^ ^ g^q-q^, Trft^ qft H^ftqft ^ sM, wnqq ctpt?t ^ wrrut, ^rqqft 
^qrftt^q ftt^rq] ^ srfttqftk w^, ^ qi^ ft 

^ 2 Tf t I ^ ft ^ WTT qrrftq ^ qrfM qft ^nftqq ^ 

srfttqfttq ^nR' 3fR M^qicjcfl qft qfft qrrcr ^ fttfeq ^ qf?r ft^ft 
^qqr ^ qrq ^^q^ vd’^va cf^ft ^ wtiri qft qq> qf% ft^ sft 

q>Tqt?rq ft ^ q[fM fftft^ ^ WHft qi^ qq? 
qof^ ^^q^ fttftt I qrgq: q>r<j'ft'^ q? ^ tft q^ ^ ^rr ^;^- 

qftt qft qf^ qq^ qft sft ofR ^qft ^^qfturfftq) qq^ ft ^jq^ ^q^Ri ^ 

Rt^ ^i^^ f^ ^jqqr ^ TTq ^ ^ ftt ^ "W m I 


(^) ’ft ^ qqr t ^ ^^j)3n?T ftfttft fttf^ ft q^ikr trit stt 
1ftl^ ftftftq qft cftfeq ^qqq ft ftt ^irfft^ qft # i%^ snftqq ft ftftftq ^ 
cftfe fftR RTft.qq ^ ^Tc^ q^tl q^’ftq^fT’RnsTTflj? cftq^ ^ 
3nmq qq ~<^lk^Ji 'mM qft qqftt qrflq I ^ftrraf qftt^ qft! sik ^rkr qkqr^ 
3RTF2T *1^ ^ qflfti ^ I , 

(q) “jq? qrfM ft fftRTT t qft fttfft ^ arj^sq 

qqt ft ftftk q^ 3TRTRT ft qqft qft t # 3Rft ftt arflRF? t 3tk 

^^Ikq ^^3^# qRq ft ftftftq fftfftjftcqsft qft arqifftflcT TRaRT qft qfftwsff 'HqMdi 
^qR“^ fttftr t I ^ cfcft qft qaftqRT ^ ft arqmfftq) hhi w t 




[i^PTn—’gp»g3(i)3 _ ^ Tnm: gramnqr 29 

cni t fe WsTTZHcT qf>T ^ ^ 31^ cPT^ ^CR t 

fuR^f ^ ^ gqw f - yRrw^; m] m smiR 

^ ^?r5R^ vJSF^ q[>t vjRcj^ 3ik WTRcF^ ^ ^ t^cmcfchl 

i#r snf^ I 3R: 3irJJ^ ^ ws^ ^ anw ^ ^ ^ t 

3RI ^ ^ ^ ^ TIRT W ^aq^TT 1 

14. ^Hd uir% 'qi^ Plldid 4 <RT 3i?T 

W ^rMlftcI ^JxHl ^ 3TRR XR 2002-03(feH^ ^ 3Rf& ^ ^?R?f ^ 

^ 3TraT^ ^ ^TOT ^ arpqrat ^ f^rf^ ^ ^ 3 rt wf^ ^ ^:- 



dl’^^R 




f?FTT5? 


WTR 




3»raTcf(iftO ^) 


2106.000 


1420.075 


668.000 


524.000 


475.570 


300.000 











32.000 


15.642 


15.000 


14.000 


fer 

8.000 

0.1S 

fcT 

5934 

100 



15. 3Rf?R ^reftqRI 

^R?R ^ v3fm ^ ^ ^ 3tf^ v5nx[ mRuith fM w 

^ #, ^sfrqR 3TMqT»T ^ ^ Rr v^ qRuqn ^ ^ 

simw^df ^ ^roft ^ 11 


^4vilR4» ftd: 


fen "W t fe 4 MItt xr ^5fRR ^ srfetq^ ^dfeffej fer ^ 
dff ferr sfk dcqiq^hl ^ Rrq ^rofer fe?ft wd ^ mRuiih'^'^m 

^f? l ^q^d^q = )dl ^ 3[Rxft cTSTf ^RTcfRRT ddTRd ^ Mfcl<fd feft I 'dF ^ 
^ aiRR ,q^ feqr trh % fe ^Kflqm "5^ ^ ^ 3TRTfeT 

31 1 q I d ' ^V ^ "gTsit ^ ♦i^qi ^ dRMi feffe qfeTFRcjWT mR^ii 41 dcqfe 

^fRRR qqicRjl^RH RR^id!3Tt d>t dHId ^ 1^ d4>ifl ^ 3ft^ ‘q?’ viHq'l<Kl(3Tt ^ 

ftd ^ qfcT^ fen 1 3WfcRfeT STRIcft epTR 6 ^ 3fR Wii<^i 3nqTcft 

qq q^Tfqd w fedT qq?n ^ dt q? 3?gqR qfer d^ fen t i wjn 


Is Ta 
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4 vl 4>l ^ t fcf)^ 3T^ ^cMIcJch* ^ ^ 

r^i ^ zUf^ ^ ^ ^ cR^: qr? ^ | ^ 

STf^3f[ cf^ a ^ Ff ld q^qr H# t ^ ^ 
i.0iqq?t ^ ^ 3TRJTcff ^ v3^ Ti'jf[q §:fj% ^ 

m\^t \dMc.hf •sfi^cpi ,>3rq^ ^ mfh arnncft ^ qf^eif ^ ge HTgi ' ^ i 

<-Tvf 0-)! .Vicj«.' r^ ;Hc]^ ( c^ C^ ^JTHTTcft W ^ cHTT^ ^ arj^Ef ^ 

5: qfv<r, sjT^'^ ^ 3T5^ #ftq c^ 3TF?Tcfr w aff^r^lTR ^ 

S^^TPcj f^u,\ k ^rf^- ^ qflTef 3fraT^ ^ 1%^ ^rfclwrf ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^Tcf> I <\u]*l q 3Tnfq’'f^ OTcH^TfTT ^ OT^ ^^Jt^ft c|^ f^cjTRT ^ 

^>r4 s ! 1^ qcftcf ^ t f% ^ #ftTT c^ c^ 

qKOo^- ^li'qqiq fi}>qT t | 
ivTi ivofij k ^ i-RlT %' '>{^r4uiRch fl^" 3Tq^ if c^ ^q^fTcirTT c^ 
tlcf OVi ^1 Viq iftd t I ^ 3Tf^ .c27Tq^ 3TS} t ^ 3N^ ^ ^ ^ 

-4r Tfl?; ^TFTRT ^ ^TlftcT- t ! ^ ^ 

3rf'^#ru! -c^ qf^aiiTRq^ ^3^'c^ 3THTrf^ ^ cjWf ^ ^ ^ m>^ %, 
vHUt? 3iM:i^! f^t^^rfcTTOfi cf^ “jft 5Hllf4cl ^ '^Hchcfl ^ | ^qf^i 

a]f^.T0^0 qo ^ &£J-R 4 wn t I ^^rtqi^ ^ ^ 

tJ^Cl c|®,i 3nq|?ff 4r ^J?cpq qf^Rqqf qf ^ ^ 

i^Tj ^ ;5^ c^xidH l t I 

<r'(0 [e!q wrqrq 3TMquT 4 t^ ^ q c^ qf^fK ITTOf 
y ^0, u1 qj^T Wcbl TafcR^^f d^Hdl W 3PTf! ^n’TOTcf^sfl c^ 
icis c-qiO<3 ^ro ‘ifl’ qcJT'T ^4^ I tj^c^ \icqiqcp sf^ eft4f ^ 4KiHTR 
lOx^ iT drh ^Pid^Ff 44 t I 3?w^ ^^TtqR ^ q 3franRft ^ 

yt4 ^qqt Ci4 fe# 4 fecf^nr ^1 u4 ^ ^ c 4 ^oft 3fk ^ 

f4f4f4q v^vUicfi 4- ^ t%?f 4 “jft 4 ^t7 I 44£i 4 ^ 4^ qfrar t f^ 

^frqiq 3if44q^^ 4r q4tcf^ -vs'crm 3ik ^3^ ^:q4r^34 w cT^ q;?T 

JT^Tiq WT q>t 4^]'c)qr T# t ^ ■■(% 3Tf44f4?T f4nT cTi^ ^ 

4t4hT ■#> q<;c:-^ ^ -g^ 3frcr?w ht^ ?m> # ^444^ ^ t I 

fTlfd'q 710 HTHf OIT^T t 14? 4W4^ qq ^JSTtqPT 3Tf44TUT ' ^ l 4viRcb 4 4tqT I 
17. (f4 'R^<gl4 

«^)f Ki ^4 qRf^lfM c^ 3n^cp 

^ citjT aiRi-rm ^ IT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

t; VT 3#^ 

^q.y:^cF, ^ ^ I ^ ^ 

3iwkrt VK-.,, ^ ^ g57 feu vsm? I arfefeu ^ u«m4 ^ 

^ JW'; 15% ^ ^ % 3ik ^ u4 ^ feiT 10% ci5t ^ sffsj^tfei 

v^lV vTfffe^fe; ^ ^ 3n^ ^ ^ gicft Tfiftv (uRf 3U?fel % ^ 
^OTT Cf7 fg ^gq^fq 3q q ? qc^cf [ t I ^ 


’><■! cf3"|''(!l c^( >} 
2)15 qqp, 

d4, ofq ' 
u^T (:])'^q ■ 

C\ 

'^<:i 3/v 


[qq. 4. qg 41/3q^ qq 4 I/ 1 / 2003 ] 
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OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR GENERAL (SAFEGUARDS) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 27th October, 2003 

Sub : Safeguard Investigation concerning import of Bisphenol A (BPA) into 
India—final findings. 

T « 893(E).— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act. 1975 and the Customs 

TanfT (Identification and Assessment of Safeguard Duty) Rules, 1997 thereof. 

A. Procedure 

Bisohenol^mp^m^linrfta*'®" “fegufcl investigation concerning imports o1 
Bi^nenoi A (BPA) into India was issued on 06.03.2003 and published in the Z 

India. Extraordinary on 10.03.2003. A copy of the NotiSS wHh?. 

Domestic Producer 

Kesar Petroproducts Limited, Mumbai (KPL) 

Importers & Users Industries 

(*) AtuI Ltd, Dist. Valsad, Gujarat. 

(ii) Petro Araldite Pvt.Ltd, Chennai 

Pragati Chemicals Ltd., Bombay 
‘ i Resinova Chemie Unnao (UP) 

(V) Bharat General Textile Industries Pvt. Ltd.Calcutta 

(v!) Bharat Resins Limited Daman 

(vii) Bombay Paints Limited,Mumbai 

(vlii) Veeyor Polymers Pvt. Ltd., Bangalore 

(ix) Finolex Industries Limited Pune 

(x) Chemplast Sanmar LtdChennai 

(xi) Goodlas Nerolac Paints Limited.Ahmedabad 

(XH) Goodlass Nerolac Paints Lt<:l,Kanpur Dehat 

(XIII) Goodlass Nerolac Paints Ltd.Distiict Ratnagiri. Chiplun 

(XIV) Resin & Plastics .Raigarh 

(XV) Schnectady Beck India Limited,Ratnagiri.Maharashtra 

(xvi) Gharda Chemicals Ltd,Mumbai 

(xvii) Shree Krishna Paper Milli; & Industries Limited,New Delhi 


Exporters 


Tomen (Shanghai) Co. Ltd ,Shanghai China 
Helm AG, Germany 
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(iii) 

Aristech Chemical Corporation.U.S.A. 


(iv) 

Dow Chemical Company.U.S.A. 


(V) 

Dow Deutschland Inc.Germany 


(vi) 

Dow Chemical Rheinwerk GmbH, Germany 


(vii) 

Bayer AG, Germany 


(viii) 

Mitsui & Co., Ltd.,Singapore 


(ix) 

Nanya Plastics Corporation, Taiwan, 


(X) 

Taiwan Prosperity Chemical Corporation,Taiwan 


(xi) 

Kumho Shell .Chemical Co., Ltd.,Korea 


(xii) 

Mitsubishi Corporation.Japan 



2. A copy of the notice alongwith the application and questionnaire was also sent to 
the governments of exporting countries through their High Commissions/Embassies in 
New Delhi namely Belgium, China PR, France, Germany. Japan. Korea (RP). the 
Netherlands, Singapore, Spain, Slovenia,Taiwan, U.K., USA and The European 
Union/Delegation of European Commission in India. In addition, on a request received 
from Delta Industrial Resins Pvt. Ltd, Mumbai to consider them as an interested party, 
they were fonvarded the necessary documents asking them to file their response by 
9th May 2003. 

3. Replies to the Notice dated 06.03.2003 and to the questionnaire were received 
from the following parties: 

Domestic Producers 

(I) Kesar Petroproducts Limited, Mumbai (KPL) 

(ii) Maharashtra Petrochemicals Corporation Limited, Mumbai 
Exporters 

(I) Mitsui & Co. Ltd, Japan 

(ii) Helm AG Germany* 

(iii) Taiwan Prosperity Chemical Corporation, Taiwan* 

(iv) Bayer Polymers, Germany 
Importers & User Industries 

(i) AtuI Ltd, Gujarat* 

(ii) Petro Araldite Private Ltd., Chennai* 

(iii) Pragati Chemicals Limited , Mumbai 

(iv) Shree Krishna Paper Mills & Industries Limited, Delhi 
*( Through Counsel) 

4. Verification of the information considered necessary for the Investigation was 
carried out at the manufacturing and business premises of the domestic producer and 
some of the importers. The outcome of the investigations was conveyed to the 
domestic producer and a copy of the investigation report was also placed in Public File. 

5. A Public Hearing was given to all Interested parties on 29.05.2003 notice 
for which was sent on 05,05.2003. During the Public Hearing the interested^ parties 
were requested to file their written submission of oral arguments made by them by 5** 
June 2003, collect replies filed by others on 6** June, 2003 and to file rebuttals, if any 
by 13*^ June, 2003. 
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The following parties attended the Public Hearing: 

(I) Kesar Petroproducts Limited, Mumbai (KPL) * 

(ii) Mitsui & Co. Ltd, Japan* 

(iii) Helm AG Germany* 

(iv) Taiwan Prosperity Chemicai Corporation, Taiwan* 

(v) Bayer (india) Ltd. 

(vi) German Embassy, New Delhi 

(vii) Delegation of European Commission in India, New Delhi 

(viii) Resinova Chemie Ltd, Kanpur 

(ix) AtuI Ltd..Gujarat* ^ 

(x) Petro Araldite Private Ltd, Chennai* 

*-(through Counsel) 

B. Views of the domestic industry 

They have mainly stated the following: 

(i) Maharashtra Petrochemicals Corporation Limited, Mumbai has stated that KPL 
was promoted by them in 1990 to manufacture BPA in the centrally notified 
backward a rea i n t he S tate of M aharashtra. I nitiaHy the project was s et u p for 
SOOOTonnes per annum which has been increased to 10000 Tonnes per annum 
to meet the increased domestic demand of BPA. 

(ii) Kesar Petroproducts Limited (KPL) is the only producer of Bisphenol-A (BPA) in 
the country. AtuI Ltd. Vaisad was manufacturing BPA by Batch Process in 1991- 
92 but discontinued the manufacturing sirice 1993-94. There is only a single 
grade of BPA which is manufactured and used in various end use segments 
either as such or converted to Epoxy Resins/ other intermediates. 

(iii) BPA is manufactured in a continuous process. The raw materials namely 
Acetone & Phenol are reacted In a reactor. The post reaction mixture is then 
transferred to cooler and crystallization section. Post crystallization suspension is 
centrifuged where BPA adduct is separated from mother liquor. Molten pure BPA 
adduct is heated in evaporator and pure molten BPA is discharged to the BPA 
receiver and transported to flaker for finishing. The entire process is continuous, 
controlled and monitored by microprocessor based Programmed Logic Control 
(PLC) and Distributed Control System (DCS). The BPA manufactured by them is 
in flake form and conforms to Internationa! standards. 

(iv) BPA is mainly imported from Belgium, Taiwan , China PR, France, Germany, 
Spain, Japan, Korea, Netherlands, Singapore, Slovenia, UK & USA 

(v) Imports of BPA has gradually and continuously gone up since 1997-98. At the 
same time, domestic sales of BPA, a key raw material for manufacture of Epoxy 
Resins, has only improved marginaliy and more or less remained stagnant. KPL 
with an installed capacity of 10000 MTA are in a position to meet the entire 
domestic demand including the derived demand of imported Epoxy resins. 

(vi) They started manufacturing BPA In the year 1992 to provide import substitute to 
the growing Epoxy resin industry when the rate of customs duty was 110%. 
Since then, there had been a gradual reduction in import duty as per Government 
policy of liberalisation of economy. This reduction in import duty was feced by 
the Company and the company not only attained full utilisation of their installed 
capacity of 5000TPA but also increased the same to 6000 TPA in the year 1999- 
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2000 and further to 10000 TPA In the year 2001-02 to meet the growing 
demand. 

(vii) A sudden surge In Imports of BPA in the year 2001-02 and current financial year 
had caused serious injury to the company. The unforeseen developments being 
imposition of SGD on the raw materials namely Acetone &Phenol imported into 
India as a sequel to which the dortlestic producers of Phenol & Acetone 
increased their prices which resulted in increased cosit of production of BPA to 
KPL ; establishment of additional BPA capacity of 6Lakis MTs per annum in Asia 
by overseas manufacturers which had Its adverse Impact on KPL both In 
domestic market and ,on their exports and the demand for BPA by the 
Information Technology industries declined considerably In European ,US market 
due to outsourcing resulting in BPA finding Its way Into India. 

(viii) There has been a drastic drop In Import duty on BPA. The duty which was 110% 
in 1992-93 declined to 35% +10%+SAD 4% In 2000-01 which has been further 
reduced by 10% In 2001-02 and again by another 5% i i the current year which Is 
below the WTO stipulated 40% during the last two years resulting in 
Indiscriminate Imports of BPA. 

(lx) Exporters of BPA into India have large size plants fully depreciated and follow 
marginal pricing policy for exports to liquidate their surplus production and 
achieve overall economy of scale. The Ultimate design behind such a policy is to 
make the operations of the only manufacturer in India totally unviable which may 
lead to Its closure. 

(x) The policy of exporting BPA to India at marginal cost and the continuous 
reduction in import duty has forced KPL to match the import prices which fell 
drastically in the current year. Apart from low prices the exporters allow long 
credit period between 90 to 180 days forcing them to extend similar facilities 
which affected their liquidity position . 

(xi) The prices of raw material for manufacture of BPA namely Acetone and Phenol 
are higher In India vis-d-vis their International prices. The price of BPA have been 
falling whereas the prices of its raw materials have been rising. 

(xil) Due to low capacity utilisation and non-viable financial operations number of 
skilled employees have left their company. Their financial performance has been 
unsatisfactory due to high level of Imports. The Company had to keep its selling 
price lower than the cost of production to retain its market share. InspIte of 
lowering their selling price their market share which was 70.3% In 1997-98 
drastically came down to 50.2% in 2001-02 and further declined to 35% during 
2002-03( Dec). 

(xlll) Imports have registered an increase from 898 MT In 1997-98 to 2055 MTs In 
2000-01 and 4339 MT in 2001-02, a 383% Increase over a period of 4 years. 
The imports went up In 2001-02 vis-^-vIs 2000-01 by 111%. In the year 2002- 
03(Aprir02- June'02), the imports were 2416 MT I.e. 123% higher than the 
previous year on pro-rata basis. On an annualized basis imports would work out 
to be 9664 MT, much more than the trend witnessed earlier. The GIF price of 
Imported BPA also declined from Rs. 49154/MT to Rs. 36016/MT I.e. fall of about 
27% which adversely affected their domestic sales. 

(xiv) The total domestic consumption of BPA was 8709 MT in the year 2001-02 as 
against 3023 MT in 1997-98 I.e. it increased by 188% In four years. However 
their share in domestic market declined every year from 1997-98 onwards. 
During the current year their sale in domestic market declined from 453 MT In 
Aprir02 to an average of 253 MT In the quarter Oct-Dec’02. 
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(xv) In India cost of interest is much higher compared to other parts of the world. The 
interest on cash credit facility which they have to pay is t5% whereas in the 
international market credit of 90 to 80 days is given without any interest or at a 
very low rate, Similarly the cost of electric power is also higher In India as 
compared to developed countries. Besides higher duty on imports of raw 
materials, hazardous nature of Acetone and difficulty in handling Phenol makes 
imports of these raw materials very expensive whereas the finished product 
Bisphenol A attracting lower duty are being imported in a big way by the 
consumers. 

(xvi) The imposition of safeguard duty would be in public interest and it is essentially 
sought to provide time to the domestic industry to make positive adjustments to 
meet with competition arising from increased imports from developed countries. 
The imposition of Safeguard Duty would be just and would therefore, not only 
minimize the adverse effect on KPL but would also allow the customers to have a 
wide choice to source their requirements and at competitive prices. They have 
set u p t he 'only B PA u nit i n t he c ountry with huge p ubiic I nvestment w hich is 
providing employment to a large number of people directly and indirectly thus 
contributing to the national economy. 

The co-promoter of KPL is Maharashtra Petrochemicals Corporation Ltd, a 
Govt, of Maharashtra undertaking who have invested to encourage 
establishment of down stream chemical industry, as a sequel to development of 
the backward area and generate employment. KPL has been very much 
committed to the downstream industry, particularly the units which are 
manufacturing epoxy resins in small scale. KPL has been meeting the 
requirements of the customers who require BPA even less than half MT at a time 
to keep their units running as these customers are obviously not in a position to 
import BPA. The imposition of Safeguard Duty would enable them to survive and 
face competition from Increased Imports and will therefore be in the long-term 
interest of the users o^ Bisphenol A. 

C, Views of the Exporters/ importers /User Industries 


(I) The application filed by the domestic Industry Is not complete and lacking in 
several crucial aspects .The domestic industry has merely made 
unsubstantiated statements about their intention for restructuring but no basis for 
their assertions have been furnished. 

(ii) The application does not fulfill the basic prerequisites of a valid application. It Is 
a well-settled position of law that in order to investigate a safeguard case, it must 
be demonstrated by the domestic industry that there have been some 
unforeseen circumstances accompanied by increased imports. 

(iii) Currently BPA is subject to an import duty of 25% (Basic custom duty) plus 4% 
SAD. Therefore the effective protection is very high, a level which is not available 
to BPA anywhere In the world. Even in 1992, when KPL started manufacturing 
BPA, it was already known that the import duties are going to be reduced in the 
coming years. In view of this, it was a wrong business decision to invest in the 
plant. Now KPL wants the domestic BPA users to suffer because of their wrong 
decision by petitioning for the safeguard duty. This, is an unjustifiable demand 
and needs to be rejected. It may be mentioned that for most of the period since 
Inception the petitioner has also been enjoying the benefit of anti-dumping duties. 
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(iv) To build a case for serious Injury the applicant has relied on import statistics for 
the 6 Digit HS code No.290723. The description of this subheading is-4,4- 
isopropylidenedlphenol(bis-phenolA, diphenylolpropane) and Its salts. However 
the product manufactured by KPL is BPA. A reading of the two together will 
show that the coverage of suh-heading 290723 is much wider (it also includes 
some other goods apart from BPA ) than the product under Investigation In the 
current case. By providing import statistics of a wider category of product, KPL Is 
trying to mislead and build a case of injury where really no such case exists. For 
drawing meaningful conclusions, a decision should be based on import figures of 
BPA which KPL has deliberately not provided, particularly when the basic 
premise of any safeguard i nvestlgatlon i s the trend of imports. If the premise 
itself is based on incorrect data and tenuous assumptions, the process of 
investigation becomes untenable 

(v) KPL’s p lant for manufacture of BPA is not backward integrated i nto Acetone 
and Phenol as most of the viable plants in the world are. Their specific 
consumption of raw materials is also higher due to inferior technology. The small 
size, outdated technology, inferior quality and lack of backward integration is 
cause of the KPL’s problems and not due to imports. 

(vi) Epoxies produced from BIsphenol-A manufactured by KPL is inferior in colour 
(averaging 30-40 APHA) compared to Epoxies produced from imported 
Bisphenol A (below 10 APHA of Imported BPA). More and more customers are 
demanding epoxies based on the high quality imported BPA because of iiiherent 
quality advantages. Thus, the local producers of epoxies are left with no 
alternative but to import BPA despite significantly longer lead time and 
procedural matters in imports. Besides the quality, the BPA manufactured by 
KPL in flake form is a safety handling hazard causing dust explosions. Keeping 
this in mind, user industry prefers to import whenever more stringent product 
quality is to be met. This fact of poor quality is also corroborated by the fact that 
that the petitioner themselves exported their products at prices much below the 
international prices. It is also to be noted that the rupee realization for exports of 
BPA by the petitioner is also lower than what they can realise in the Indian 
market. If they were able to really meet local quality requirements, then there 
wouio not have been a need for such exports. 

(vii) KPL started manufacturing Bisphenol-A (BPA) in 1992 and requested for 
imposition of anti-dumping duty on Import of BPA from Japan in July 1 992; In 
1994 asked for anti-dumping duty against imports from Brazil and Russia and in 
1997 on imports of BPA from USA. In 2000, they approached the Designated 
Authority again for anti-dumping duties against European Union and Taiwan. The 
Designated Authority did not find the existence of causal link and therefore, no 
final anti-dumping duties were recommended. It is in this background that they 
are nov/ approaching the safeguard authority for impositio/i of safeguard duty on 
BPA. Seeking safeguard is totally unjustified as the petitioner has shown in the 
past that they want to continue operating only with undue protection and has 
taken no measures to become internationally viable. 

(viii) KPL do not have adequate stock creating problems for the consumers. Even with 
safeguard duty KPL may not be able to cover up their cost of production. In the 
event of imposition of safeguard duty the Epoxy consumers will not have any 
aiterr ative but to import Epoxy resin leading to closure of manufacturing units of 
Epoxy resin. BPA as well as epoxy resins are globally traded products and their 
demand is expected to grow .Any measure intending to protect the domestic 
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producers shall result in reducing competitiveness and will be counterproductive 
in the long run. 

(ix) Shree Krishna Paper Mills & Industries Limited, Delhi have stated that BPA 
Imported by them is entirely different in quality than the one manufactured by 
KPL and the indigenous BPA does not meet their requirements 

* D. Findings 

1.(a) The case records and the replies filed by and on behalf of the domestic 
producers, users/importers and exporters have been carefully examined. The 
issues raised by various interested parties are dealt with at appropriate places in 
the findings below to the extent necessary. However, before proc gJItfi g to 
discuss the merits of the case It is considered necessary to de MB th a 
preliminary issue most vociferously contended by some of the parties coroerning 
the maintainability of the procfeedings under Section 8B of the Customs Tariff Act 
1975 read with the Customs Tariff (Identification and Assessrhent of Safeguard 
Duty) Rules, 1997(SGD Rules). 

(b) The Learned Counsel for the exportern/lmporters/user Industries argued at 

length on certain conditionalities impose! under Section SB of the Custorns Tariff 
Act,1975 read with the SGD Rules anc contended that the investigation Is 
contrary to the principles laid down In ; e said Section SB and the rules . It was, 
inter alia, stated that the application the domestic Industry to the Director 

General (Safeguards) has to be sup. d by evidence of Increased import , 
serious injury to the domestic industry a causal link between the two besides 
a statement on the efforts taken o ed to be taken or both to mr'.e a 
positive adjustment to Import compe^i: -urther, Rule 5(2) of the SGD Rules 

casts responsibilities upon the person tfiirig the application to provide evidence 
with regard to factors mentioned in clauses (a) and (k?) of Rule 5(2). It was 
obligatory upon the Authority to examin i Mie adequacy, accuracy and Sufficiency 
of the evidence before any Investigation ^ initiated. 

(c) Rule 5 of the SGD rules requires the Director General to examine ♦"*.3 accuracy 
and adequacy of the evidence provide - in the application. The principles that 
govern investigations are provided for in \ jle 6 of the said Rules. What has been 
proposed by issuing the Notice of initlat ;-d dated 6^ March 2003 Is to stall the 
process of investigation for conducting such enquiries and not to ‘apply or 
extend’ a safeguard measure. The furida nental conditions that must exist to 
form an opinion was available with the Dii sctor General. The onus of fulfillment of 
conditions precedent for initiation prif la facie was found satisfied. The notice of 
initiation cannot be held to be based on surmises and conjectures. The notice of 
initiation was detailed enough and whate vr r information was to be considered by 
the Director General was taken into account. All concerned parties had every 
opportunity to raise all matters with the Director General during Public Hearing 
and other interactions. It has been ensured that only such information is relied 
upon in this Investigation, which passes the test of scrutiny. 

(d) In this r egard it i s observed t hat the p resent s afeguard investigation h as b een 
initiated in accordance with the domestic Safeguard law which reflects the WTO 
provisions on the subject. Article XIX of the General Agreement on Tariffs and 
Trade (GATT) deals with Emergency Action on Imports of particular products and 
the Agreement on Safeguard (AOS) clarifies and reinforces the disciplines of 
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GATT 1 994 and specially those of its Article XIX. Article 2 of A OS deals with 
conditions necessary for imposition of safeguard measures and stipulates that if 
increased imports, absolute or relative to domestic production, cause or threaten 
to cause serious injury to domestic producers that produces like or directly 
competitive products, a safeguard measure can be applied. Since the 
investigation in the present case has been initiated in accordance with the 
provisions of the Indian Safeguard law.which reflect the relevant WTO provisions, 
it is considered that the requirements in this regard have been fully met with and' 
the notice of initiation has been correctly Issued. 

Product under Investigation 

The product under Investigation is BPA, a basic organic chemical with 
chemical formula C 15 H 16 O 2 classified under. Chapter heading 29072300 of the 
Customs Tariff Act 1976. The classification, however, is indicated for the purpose 
of convenience and in no way restricts the scope of the coverage of the product 
under investigation. 

A point has been raised by the opposing interested parties about the 
domestically produced BPA being a product alike to the imported 6PA on the 
grounds of its quality and physical characteristics. It has been stated that the 
domestic Industry is incapable of producing BPA of colour less than 15 
APHA{American Public Health Association) and there Is no reason for Inclusion 
of such variants which are not produced by KPL. In this connection, strong 
reliance has been placed on the decision of the CEGAT in the case of Oxo 
Alcohols wherein it was held that the product not manufactured by the domestic 
industry vis-a-vis imported product cannot be considered to have caused injury to 
the domestic industry. It was submitted that the imported BPA was in the form 
of prills as against flakes manufactured by KPL. The BPA produced by KPL 
cannot be considered as ‘like article* to the imported BPA. Reliance was also 
placed on the CEGAT’s decision in the case of VIdeocon Narmada Glass Vs. 
Ministry of Finance. 

The two decisions of the Honourable CEGAT have been carefully 
considered. In the case of Oxo Alcohols the point which arose for consideration 
before the CEGAT was whether Normal Hexanol could be treated as a ‘like 
article’ to the one manufactured by the domestic industry that was investigated 
by the Designated Authority for Anti-dumping. The CEGAT held that in the 
absence of a conclusive finding by the Designated Authority that it has the 
characteristics closely resembling the product manufactured bv the domestic 
industry and that Normal Hexanol and other Oxo Alcohols are interchangeable, it 
cannot be treated as a like article (emphasised). In the case of Videocon 
Narmada the CEGAT revoked the notification levying anti dumping duty , inter 
alia, on the grounds t hat the imported Strontium Carbonate in ‘granular’ form 
was in no commercial competition with the Strontium Carbonate in ‘powder’ form 
manufactured by the domestic producer and the admission bv the domestic 
producer that revoking anti-dumpi no duty would not affect them. The CEGAT did 
not give any finding whether the Strontium Carbonate in granular form and 
powder form could be treated as a like article or otherwise (emphasised) 




The observations of the CEGAT are not attracted to the facts of the present 
caM. No acceptable tangible evidence has been adduced by the opposing 
parbes to indicate that imported BPA is not substituting the domestically 
produced BPA efthdr technically or commercially. It was only averred that 
importers iM'efer BPA in prill form and not that whatever BPA was imported was 
In pnll form or in powder form. It is observed that domestic,BPA and the 
Imported BPA have the same chemical formula and end use characteristics and 
they are like articles within the meaning of the SGD Rules for the purpose of 
d^errnination of injury. Both the imported and domestic BPA compete with each 
other in the same market for similar applications i.e. mainly in the manufacture of 
resins. Infact both the imported and the domestically produced BPA are used in 
the same premises for manufacture of such finished goods with the same pjai^ 
and rnachinery. A m ere superiority i n q uaiity or i n p hysical form d oes n ot tpao4 
facto take away a product out of the scope of like or directly competing article!^ ^ 

Domestic Industry 

The application for impbsition of safeguard duty on BPA has been filed by 
Kei^r Petroproducts Limited (KPL). In India, BPA is manufactured only by KPL 
and they account for the entire domestic production. The application is therefore 
considered to have been made by the domestic industry producing BPA. 

Increased Imports: 

I mainly from Taiwan,Netherlands, Singapore, 

J?..an USA,Slovenia.NlgWeria. UK, Germany, Belgium and Spain. The import 
customs duty + surcharge, if any) on BPA which was 65% advalorem 
brought down to 50% in 1995-96, 42%in 1996-97 & 35%in 1997- 
^.8 The duty was raised to 38.5% in 1999-2000. reduced to 35% in 2001-02 and 
further to 30% in 2002-03. 

Doubts have been expressed by some of the opposing interested parties 
about t he authenticity of i mport d ata provided by t he applicants,. particularly in 

2002-03(upto December ). It has been 
stated that KPL wrongly aggregated imports of salts of BPA to exaggerate the 
quantum of imports and that only such imports of BPA that are clearly proven to 
be akin 1o the one manufactured by the applicant should be considered It was 
stated that to build a case for serious injury KPL has relied on import statistics for 
the 6 Digrt HS code No.290723. The description of this subheading is - 4 4- 
isopmpyiidenediphenol (bis-phenolA, diphenylolpropane ) and its salts. By 
providing import statistics of a wider category of product KPL was trying to 
mislead to build a (^se of injury where really no such case exists. For drawing 

® ^®cision s hould debased on import figures of BPA 
which KPL has deliberately not provided, particularly when the basic premise of 
any safeguard investigation is the trend of imports. If the premise itself is based 
on incorrect data and tenuous assumptions, the process of investigation 
becomes untenable. ^ 

ortrt regard has stated that the data for the yearsi 997-98 

to 2001-02 has been furnished by them on the basis of import data published by 
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the DGCIS, Kolkatta and available in public domain. The imports for the period 
2002-03 (December) was based on the published details available upto 
September which was worked out on a pro- rata basis. In this connection, the 
details furnished by the applicant relating to imports of BPA for the period 2002- 
03(December) was got selectively verified by the Directorate General through 
Commissionerate of Customs, Chennai, Mumbai and JNPT, Nhavasheva. It has 
been reported that a quantity of 2033.240 MTs and 2975.069 MTs of BPA have 
been imported at Chennai and JNPT respectively during the period 2002- 
03(December) excluding salts of BPA. Mumbai Customs have reported that a 
quantity of 19.706 MTs of BPA valued at Rs.1921363 have been imported during 
2002-03(upto December). In view of the value of BPA imported at Mumbai per 
MT being much higher, the same has been considered to be salts of BPA and 
excluded while arriving at the total quantity Imported into India. The data has 
been verified and compiled based on Bills of Entries and the country of Origin as 
available in the Customs record. The DGCIS have clarified that country wise 
imports reflected in their publication, by and large, denotes imports credited to 
the country of consignment. In-spite of being asked during the public hearing, 
details of imports of BPA salts have not been made available / not furnished by 
any of the inteiested parties. 

(d) In view of ttie above, it is observed that the data provided by the Applicant 
for the period from 1998-99 to 2001-02 sourced to DGQfeBa-^pears to be 
authentic though the same may include some small quantity of salts of BPA. 
However, the imports for the period 2002-03(December) which was furnished on 
a pro-rata basis has now been corrected on the basis of data made available by 
DGCJIS; details of imports submitted by the importers and verification carried out 
by Customs. I hold in the absence of anything contra furnished by the 
exporters/importers/user industries, the imports are quantified to be 5934 MTs for 
the period 2002-03(December) which has been taken as the basis for the present 
investigations. 

(e) It has t)een argued that the goods imported against advance licenses 
either for use in export production or for replenishment should not be considered 
for determination of injury parameters as they do not enter into the domestic 
stream. This does not appears to be correct as they do compete with the goods 
produced domestically in as much as the duty free Imports take away the share 
of the domestically produced goods which would have normally been used in 
export production if the imports had not taken place. However, as an export 
promotion measure the goods imported against advance licenses are exempted 
from levy of safeguard duty ab initio subject to certain conditions. The domestic 
producers on <iemand were capable of supply of BPA under the Deemed Export 
Scheme, which are considered as exports without goods physically leaving the 
Indian shore. 

(f) It has l>een argued by various parties that Imports of BPA cannot be 
considered to meet with the requirement of increased Imports as required under 
the law. In the context of increased imports it has been averred that the increase 
in imports is to be considered keeping in mind the WTO Panel Report in the 
Argentina Footwear case. It has been argued that it is necessary to evaluate 
whether the increase is as a result of unforeseen developments and of the effect 
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obligations incurred by India under the GATT. In the context of “as a result of 
^^^■^foreseen developments" this expression was interpreted as under; 

“To determine the meaning of the clause “as a result of unforeseen 
^^^■jP^elopments and of the effect of the obligations incurred by a Member under 
■BIPihis Agreement, including tariff concessions...” in sub-paragraph (a) of Article 
f XIX: 1, we must examine these words in their ordinary meaning, in their context 

and in light of the object and purpose of Article XIX. We look first to the ordinary 
meaning of these words. As to the meaning of ""unforeseen developments’", we 
note that the dictionary definition of ""unforeseen”, particularly as it relates to the 
word “developme/^s”, is synonymous with ""unexpected” ""Unforeseeable” on 
the other hand, is defined in the dictionaries as meaning “unpredictable” or 
“incapable of being foreseen, foretold or anticipated” (emphasis added). Thus, it 
seems to us that the ordinary meaning of the phrase " as a result of unforeseen 
developments" requires that the developments, which led to a product being 
Imported in such increased quantities and under such conditions as to cause or 
threaten to cause serious Injury to domestic producers must have been 
“unexpected”. With respect to the phrase "of the effect of the obligations incurred 
by a Member under this Agreement, including tariff concessions”, we believe that 
this phrase simply means that it must be demonstrated, as a matter of fact, that 
the importing Member has incurred obligations under the GATT 1994, including 
tariff concessions (emphasis added). Here, we note that the Schedules annexed 
to the GATT 1994 are made an Integral part of Part-I of that Agreement, pursuant 
to paragraph 7 of Article II of the GATT 1994. Therefore, any concession or 
commitment in a Member's Schedule is subject to the obligations in Article II of 
the GATT 1994.” 

The Appellate Body thus distinguished between ‘unforeseen’ and 
unforeseeable’. They have held ‘unforeseen developments’ to be synonymous 
with ‘unexpected developments’. The phrase “ which it would not be reasonable 
to expect that the negotiators of the country making the concession could and 
should have foreseen at the time when the concession was negotiated”, 
however, appears to set different standard which fall more in the realm of 
unforeseeable”, which the Appellate Body has distinguished from ‘'unforeseen”. 

( 9 ) In this connection the domestic producer has stated that a sudden surge 

in impo^ of BPA In the year 2001-02 and 2002-03(December) had caused 
serious Injury to them. The unforeseen developments being Imposition of SGD 
on the raw materials namely Phenol & Acetone Imported into India as a sequel to 
which the domestic producers of Acetone and Phenol increased their prices 
which resulted In increased cost of production of BPA to KPL; establishment of 
additional BPA capacity of 6 Lakhs TPA in Asia by overseas manufacturers 
which had its adverse impact on KPL both in domestic market and on their 
exports and the declining demand for BPA by the Information Technology 
industries considerably in European and US market due to outsourcing resulting 
in BPA finding its way into India. The opposing interested parties, however, have 
avbired that it was a wrong decision to invest in BPA at a time when Government 
had already announced its intention of reducing import duties and when many 
large scale manufacturers were setting up huge facilities with backward 
integration outside India. 

(h) In regard to the requirement under the domestic law, it is observed that 

Section 8B of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 empowers the Government to impose 
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safeguard duty on an article, if it is satisfied that the article is imported into India, 
in such increased quantities and under such conditions so as to cause or 
threatening to cause serious injury to domestic industry; Further, the teim - 
‘increased quantity’ has been defined under the Customs Tariff (Identification and ' ^ 
Assessment of Safeguard Duty) Rules, 1997 to include increase in imports 
whether in absolute terms or relative to domestic production. In the present case, 
on an end point-to-end-point basis, there is undoubtedly an increase in the 
imports in at)so!u{e terms, compared to any previous years. In the present case, 
the import trend particularly for the period from 1997-98 to 2002-03( December) 
reflects more realistically upon the current state of the domestic Industry. 
B(jsides, it is a matter of fact that while the domestic industry has been opened to 
face competition from global producers, it lacks provision of international 
competitive environment for the factors responsible for production at 
interncitionaliy competitive prices, it is common knowledge that power, fuel and 
financing could not be made available in India at prices compared to international 
levels The government had also exceeded its obligations on Acetone and 
Phenol which are the principal raw materials for BPA. Establishment of 
additional BPA capacity of 6 Lakhs TPA in Asia by overseas manufacturers also 
had its adve rse impact on KPL both in domestic market and on their exports. The 
increase in imports clearly is a result of all these unexpected developments. As 
regards the obligations incurred by India in respect of BPA it is appropriate to 
mention ^hat BPA is one of the products in respect of which India has, inter alia, 
incurred the obligation of both providing tariff concessions by including it in its 
Schedule or Concession and unrestricted importability i.e. allowing imports of 
BPA will w -ut any quantitative restrictions. The imports have increased as a result 
of unexpected developments and of the effect of obligations incurred by India. 

5. Threat of serious injury 

The ii lot eased imports of BPA have caused /threatened to cause serious 
in uty to tho domestic producers and that the domestic industry has suffered a 
signifir.-rii oo'eraii impairment would be evident from the following Table, 


(in MTs) 


Ycsr 

Domestic 

rrocli.-rbon 

Domestic 

Sales 

Imports 

Total 

domestic 

consumption 

Imports as 
a % of 
Domestic 
Production 

% Share of 
domestic sales 
to domestic 

consumption 

1997-J8 

4192 


2125 

898 

3023 

21.42 

70.29 

1998-99 

5242 

3222 

1376 

4598 

26.25 

70.07 

1999-90 

... - 

3722 

2253 

5975 

36.65 

62.29 

2000-9 ; 

5313 j 

4983 

2056 

7039 

38.70 

70.79 

2001 -02 

6124 


4370 

4339 

8709 

70.85 

50.18 

2002-03 

(Deceinber) 

3834 


3149 

5934 

9083 

154.77 

34.66 

200 '/ 

475 r i 

1 

4107* 

7912** 

12019** 

166.53 

34.17 


" Actu r* i ‘ ' A ? I n u 31 is eT 


(a)Pr oduction : The imports of BPA during the five year period 1997-98 
to 2001-02 on an average which was 2185 MTs increased to 7912MTS In 
2002 03 on an annualized(2002-03) basis, registering an increase by 
oi:^out 262%. The imports as a percentage compared to the average 
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domestic production of 5404 MTs during the said period which stood at 
40% increased to about 155% in 2002-03(December) and 166% based on 
actual production. The imports, thus, have increased both In absolute 
terms as well as compared to domestic production during the period under 
investigation. The domestic production of BPA which Increased from 
4192MTS in 1997-98 to 6124 MTs in 2001-02 declined to 3834 MTs in the 
first nine months of 2002-03 showing a decline of 22% in production. 

(b) Sales: The domestic Sales of BPA which reached a peak of 4983 MTs 
in 2000-01 have gone down to 3149 MTs in the first nine months of 2002- 
03(4107MTs during 2002-03). KPL’s share in apparent domestic 
consumption which was about 70% in 2000-01 declined to 34% in Aprll- 
December 2002 i.e. the domestic producer lost market share by 36%. KPL 
has been able to maintain even this reduced share in the domestic 
market only at a reduced sales realizations. 

(c I Stocks : The closing stocks of domestic producer of BPA which 
decreased from315.375 MT in 1999-2000 to 72.625 MT in 2000-2001 
increased to418.575 MT at the end of March 2002.However, the closing 
stock at the end of December 2002 was observed on verification to be 60 
MTs primarily due to restricted production. 

(d) Capacttv utilisation : The capacity utilisation of domestic producer 
which was 83.85% in 1997-98 and improved to 102.45 in 1999-2000 
declined to 61.24% in 2001-02 and further declined to about 52% during 
the period 2002-03( Upto December) 

(e) Surp!us capacity set up abroad : The domestic producer is also 
facing a threat of further serious injury to them from large capacity plants 
set-up closer to India who have access to raw materials at prices much 
lower than in India. 

From the above analysis, it is observed that the domestic Industry 
which had registered an improvement In production, capacity utilisation till 
about 2000-01, lost their market share and suffered lower sales 
realizations. 

6 . Causality 

(a) The domestic Industry has suffered serious injury as observed above. 
However, the crucial question Is whether this sufferance of the domestic 
Industry Is on account of increased imports or is it a self inflicted Injury on 
the domestic industry as argued by some interested parties. It has been 
argued by the opposing Interested parties that if there has been a capacity 
creation, in fact, doubling the capacity by the applicant, which has also 
been disputed, then it cannot be said that there is causal link between 
imports and injury. In the present Investigation it is being examined 
whether the domestic producers have faced a threat of serious 
Injury/market disruption as evident on comparison of their performance in 
2002-03 with that of earlier period. The case of the domestic producers Is 
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they have faced a severe set-back in performance in 2002-03 as 
compared to earlier years. 

It has also been a rgued that if the production and sales have either 
remained constant or gone up, no causal link can be claimed with imports. 
TMs is not m accordance W5lh the provisions of the law which requires 
cnfenninauon of injury to be made on an ot^ective evaluation of various 
/udors ana not jusl uoon production and sales, in fact, in determination of 
!iuk between mipons and injury, the Annex to the SGD Rules 
im Ji'ceio General to evaluate ail relevant factors of an 
fUjieciwe nnd quantFiabie nature having a bearing on the situation of that 
? m pariicuian the rate and amount of the increase in imports of 

article concerned in absolute and relative terms, the share of the 
market taker' by increased imports, changes in the level of sales, 
pr<.>duction, capacity utilization, profit & losses etc. If, therefore, the 
increased imports enter in such condition that despite higher domestic 
production and sales, the imports occupy a higher market share and 
-J spiace the domestic production, the injury so caused is undoubtedly 
lo increased imports 

U is important to analyse this issue in its right perspective as it lies in 
heart of Uie determination whether the irijury caused to domestic 
' rhrshy is on account of increased imports or on account of other factors, 
fi e :3Vv does not require that for a determination of increased imports or 
se 10U5 irGiry. the domestic production must fall. A finding of Increased 
mcor'c ;s to be arrived at after considering the imports in absolute terms 
os v.e)i as compareci to the domestic production. In case the domestic 
ou-ducrior? was Increasing but if the imports were increasing still faster, a 
hog of ir/creasec imports can well be made as the imports increased 
iotti cbsqiuteiyac well as compared to domestic production. Safeguard 
pro^ectiof t vvG be availabie to the domestic industry in such a situation if it 
' ’ r-1 pA dor mnstrated that the domestic industry suffered serious injury 
0 M.oj p iheipor G-rm^od by the increased imports, in other words, a 
; Ap o; pmkuis injury does not necessarily require domestic production 

u: injury to the domestic industry which started taking place 

hhvmob nianifesied itself more prominently in the year 2002- 
A CcwCiTiPen, it haw oeen observed that the production of KPL registered 
from ^426 MTs in 2001-02(December) to 3834 Mis in 2002- 
hpp Sinhinrly tho domestic sales also registered a decline from 

uujO MTs to 3149 MTs during the said period. The sales made during 
duOr Ou was at reduced realizations. 

Tne reaiipation per MI of BPA which was Rs 67034 during 2001- 
G:,Decuiribor) was observed to have declined to Rs 51298 in 2002- 
'X'idecember) registering a fa!! of about 24%, As the domestic producers 
sopi on iosirig production and sale it had its impact on fixed cost, thereby 
r iCfecGng their cos! of production and reducing the profits. It has been 
I'lrserved that KPL reportedly suffered huge financial loss of Rs. 411 
i saHS dunng 1998 99 v/hich increased to Rs. 426 Lakhs in 1999-2000 and 
• ; oisieied 0 dedine To Rs. 254 Lakhs as on 31®^ March 2002 but again 
ope verv vh-rpiy to Rs. 779 Lakhs in 2002-03. 


m 
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The Increase in imports which have been entering the Indian 
markets at declining prices have threatened the domestic producers of 
serious injury especially as they appear to have adequate capacity to 
cater to Indian demand of BP A substantially. The imports have entered in 
such condition that despite domestic sale at reduced prices, the imports 
occupied a h igher m arket share a nd d isplaced t he domestic p reduction, 
obviously the injury so caused is undoubtedly attributed to the Increased 
imports. 

(e) It has also been observed that while the prices of both the raw materials 
Phenol and Acetone during the period2002-03 (December) showed an 
increasing trend, but the prices of BPA did not rise commensurate with 
the increase in its raw material prices. 

(f) As regards the cause of Injury to the domestic industry, the concerned 

parties have raised various issues. The issue most strongly contended by 
some of the parties concerns the quality of domestically produced BPA 
vis-^-vis the Imported BPA. It has been submitted that the quality of 
domestically produced BPA is Infe 1 )r as compared to the imported BPA 
and that it is because of quality cci-siderations that the user industry has 
favoured use of imported BPA. h'* .7 reliance has been placed by them 
on the fact that KPL are selling tl' BPA at lower prices as compared to 

imported BPA, which according hem is evidence in support of their 

contention. In this regard they h - x)ntended that the domestic Epo ,y 
manufacturers pay more price * foreign suppliers, which raise*'^ a 

question as to why KPL is not ;• get the same price as the fo?eign 

suppliers. In regard to the domesti " '-eiling prices, It is obseared that KPL 
have categorically stated that they have been consciously keeping their 
prices to be competitive as competed to imported BPA. BesicL^s, the 
argument that lower prices indict inferior quality does not r .ebsarily 
hold any ground. As already mer honed above GIF import phne of BPA 
have been declining. Some of th exporters would have reduced their 
prices much more than the other? flower prices were linked to quality 
deficiencies, it would lead to infer the quality of imported BPA also 
has deteriorated during this period v -ich may not be correct. 

(g) KPL have explained that their ;.>rr .3 aro based on the principle of 
‘Expected Landed Price Parity’ \u ^ falliiig price situation, they had to 
offer BPA at a price based on the a hicipated landed cost. In respect of 
Petro Araldite , one of their large ' ni’ime customers, KPL have submitted 
that annual contract prices wth su^^n large volume customers get fixed on 
the price based on such import price trends. The delivery price taken into 
account for fixing the annual contract price is based on the expected 
landed price coupled with the depreciation of Indian rupee accounted for 
the difference between the landed price of imported BPA and domestic 
sale price of BPA for Such large volume customers. Besides, in a falling 
price situation, the domestic sale price chase the falling export prices 
which in turn chase the falling domestic price and so-on setting thereby a 
spiraling down of prices. It may also be appreciated that spot prices often 
tend to be significantly lower than contractual prices which has a direct 
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bearing in domestic prices. In view of the above discussion, it may be 
observed that lower domestic sale prices as compared to landed prices of 
imported BPA cannot be construed as reflection on the quality of 
domestically produced BPA. 

7. Quality and Technical Support; 

(a) Some of the interested parties have charged that the inferior quality of 
BPA manufactured by KPL is the basic cause for loss of their market 
share .declining sales realizations and loss of export markets. They have 
claimed that the BPA imported is different in quality and in appearance 
vis-a-vis the one manufactured by KPL. In this regard, it is observed that 
both the imported BPA and the domestic BPA compete with each other in 
the same market and have the same usage characteristics. It is observed 
that KPL is an ISO 9001 accredited company. A copy of characteristics 
of BPA manufactured by KPL and Imported product furnished on 
confidential basis shows that KPL's product is fully comparable with the 
imported BPA. As per ISO 9001 procedures, they keep on receiving feed 
back from customers and ensure total customer satisfaction and 
coniinuousiy improve upon them. They have further submitted that they 
have large number of small and medium customers of BPA who are totaliy 
dependent upon them for the product as well as the technical support 
sen.'ice, as their requirement is in small quantities of about 100 Kg to 5 MT 
per month. Most of the multinational companies are not interested in 
catering to their requirements. They have also submitted that, in view of 
tfte continuous business relationship and with a view to preserve and 
nurture the customer relationship, they accepted certain claims, with the 
tu!l knowledge that the claims were not tenable on any grounds. It has 
been observed on perusal of certain purchase orders placed by AtuI for 
BPA during the period April 2001 to November 2001 that requirement of 
colour has been described as Max.60 APHA. It was only in July 2002 that 
Atu! had mentioned that the colour should be not more than 20 APHA. 

Petro Araldite were found regularly buying BPA from KPL from inception 
of tfieir plant and their off take was observed to be increasing every year, 
it was noticed that they bought 16 MTs in 1998-99 which increased over a 
period to 2874 MTs in 2002-03. 

(b) It has been argued by the opposing parties that being an ISO company by 
itself does not mean anything except that it is a certification that the 
company adheres to certain ways and procedures, even if wrong or 
inadequate, of doing things. This, however, does not seem to be correct 
as the very certificate of ISO 9001 awarded to KPL by BVQI mentions that 
the Quality Management System of KPL has been assessed and found to 
be in accordance with the requirements of ISO 9001: 2000 in respect of 
BPA. It has also been verified that KPL have adequate facilities to test 
their BPA and that they supply only that materia! to their buyers which 
meets with the quality parameters. They have submitted copies of 
documents from their major customers, which bear testimony of the 
acceptability of their BPA . To support the acceptability of their BPA, KPL 
have also submitted that they have exported to well known companies like 
Dow Chemicals, Thai Epoxy& Allied Products, Daewoo etc. 
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(c) The issue of quality cannot be considered In isolation. BPA is a 
commercial product and one has to consider the commercial 
substitutability of BPA taking into account both the quality and the price at 
which the product substitutes the competing products. The need to 
consider commercial substitutability of the competing products is also 
borne out from the fact that some of the parties, instead of rejecting KPL’s 
material, claimed compensation from KPL for higher batch costs In the 
manufacture of resins resulting from use of their BPA. In view of the 
foregoing discussion, it is considered that the quality and technical support 
service provided by KPL were not the cause of increased* imports. 

8 . Expansion of Capacity 

The domestic producers claimed a capacity of 10000 MT per annum 
which has been challenged by some parties and they have requested for 
examination of documentary evidence in this regard. The domestic 
producers have explained that the plant when built in 1990 was designed 
with a capability to produce 10000 MT per annum but keeping in view the 
then existing demand the capacity was deliberately restricted to 5000 MTs 
by deferring installations of certain balancing ^uipments. They have 
produced documentary evidence in this regard ori confidential basis. They 
have further stated that subsequent to the first few years of operation, they 
have stepped up the plant capacity by removing the bottlenecks and the 
on-stream efficiency of the plants indicates that the capacity of the plant is 
now 10000 MT per annum. From the documents furnished it was seen 
that KPL(promoted by Maharashtra Petrochemicafs Corporation Ltd) 
proposed setting up a plant for the manufacture of 5000 Tonnes per 
annum of BPA in technical collaboration with Polibur Engineering Limited, 
U.K. based on the Cation Exchange Technology developed by Institute of 
Heavy Organic Synthesis (ICSO), Poland at an estimated cost of about 
Rs 32 Crores. KPL also entered into a buy back agreement with Polibur 
for the first three years after the commencement of commercial 
production. The total domestic demand for BPA was estimated at around 
7500 MTs in 1994-95. The viability of the project depended on the import 
parity prices. The company had expanded the capacity of its BPA plant 
from 5000 TPAto 6000 TPA in 1999-2000 and further to 10000 TPA in 
2001-02.This expanded capacity, however, was not utilized since the 
production was required to be restricted due to substantial increase in 
imports which affected their domestic sale, it has been argued by some 
parties that expansion of capacity by the applicant was not a wise decision 
and that the injury to them is self-inflicted. In this regard, it is observed that 
the circumstances under which KPL expanded their capacity needs to be 
seen. The Applicant has stated that Capacity of their unit at the time of 
commencement of commercial production was 5000 MTs per annum 
which was increased to 6000 MTs per annum in 1999-2000 and further to 
lOOOOMTs per annum in 2001-02. The expansion was considered since 
the additional capacity could be created with a very nominal addition to the 
fixed assets. The cost of expansion including building was only Rs 
'450lakhs while the initial cost of setting up the plant was Rs 4500 lakhs. 
Thus expansion of more than 100% could be achieved with this nominal 
additional capital expenditure. The inaease in the capacity would bring 
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dovvf! tlie cost 01 fixed overfieads for every kg of production and for KPL to 
survive and to cater to the growing Indian market. In view of these 
deveiopnients, it can not be held that KPL did not take a wise decision in 
expanding their capacity or that the injury to them is self-inflicted. . It has 
also been observed that the supporting utility plants installed like boiler, 
reactors, cooling tower, raw and finished product storage, waste water 
treatment plant and the expensive pipe line to pump the effluent, are of 
much liigher capacity which supports their capacity of lOOGOMTs. The 
capacity of the plant can easily be stepped-up to proposed capacity of 
15001) M T per a nnum if o nly sufficient m arkets a re available to cater to 
and in c short span of time with marginal investment, with attractive 
investment to turn over ratio, if ttie opportunity is afforded for the company 
to expand and run the plant at higher plant load factor and meet the 
demand tor tl ie countiy 

9. Pricing 

( a) An argument has been raised that price is not a relevant factor for 
consideration in the Safeguard investigation. In this regard it is observed 
that unIT.e in the case of anti-dumping investigation where the price 
discinnlnatory practices adopted by the exporters is the root cause for an 
anti ciumj ling action, in the case of Safeguard investigation increased 
iMipO! rs is the fundamental requirement for maintaining a safeguard action. 
At wriat prices the imports are entering is not so much the relevant factor 
because it is not the unfair competition which is the subject matter of 

action but it is the competition per se offered by the increased 
imp i'tc to the domestic producers, even if it is at fair prices. Only in this 
conlo'd t le import prices are not relevant. However, when It comes to 
aetenn(fu:)tion of serious injury or threat thereof, the law requires an 
exaH(!i(ation of change in level of sales, profitability etc. of the domestic 
prodiicsis. iTiese factors undoubtedly depend upon the prices of 
comT^eting products and in ttiat context import prices do become relevant 
ai'id rennire an examination, specially to assess their effect on the 
doinostic situation. 

(b) it !>ua been observed from the details made available by Customs that 

hue been a substantial depression in prices (cif) of imports of BPA 
duiing 2a02-03( December), from Rs 48128PMT in 2001-02 to Rs 
3706 H T/1 i.e. decline by about 23%. This led to reduction in prices by the 
do!r>esijc producer, it may be mentioned that depression in national prices 
is impoirant indicator of the market disruption and as a sequel thereof 
tiio ifuury suffered by the domestic producer. While it may be possible for 
the domes lie producer to achieve better efficiencies in production and 
utilizution of capacity, the most crucial and important aspect is the price, 
which tiiey are able to realise or fetch for their product. Invariably, the 
depressed prices results in loss of market share for the domestic 
prociucers and affect their profitability. 

(c) Ttie doi nestle producers tried to maintain their share in the apparent 
domestic consumption by. reducing their sale prices. In spite of this sharp 
decline in sales price, the domestic producers could not retain their market 
siiarc. it been argued by some parties that if the cause of injury to 
domesHc producers v^as cheaper imports, it does not hold good any 



already moved to 1020US$and 
proteJion. In this, regard.^^s 
observed that the current CIF prices of BPA cannot be the basis for 
arriving at a decision since this is post investigation price having no 
bearing on the prices prevailing during the period under consideration. 
The Import pn^s may have increased due to-various factors, which would 
also Influence the domestic cost of production; It is neither practicable nor 
desirable to base the findings on post investigation prices. It is not 
possible for any Investigation authority to keep analysing price situation in 
an open ended manner. Some cut-off point is necessary for concludinq 
the investigations. ^ 

(d) A number of issues have been raised by various parties justifying the 
increased imports or to show that the injury caused to the domestic 
industry was not on account of increased imports but on account of other 
factors. The most important amongst these issues is the supply><iemand 
gap. Some of the parties have claimed that the cause of injury to the 
domestic industry was not Increased imports as the imports were 
necessitated to meet the gap between domestic supply and domestic 
demand. This aspect has been examined and it has been observed that 
KPL went into commercial production in the year 1992 with an installed 
capacity of 5000 TPA. They expanded their capacity 10000 TPA in the 
year 2001-02. The expansion was undertaken primarily to reduce the 
cost of production of BPA over a period of years. It was gathered from the 
rnanagement that the expansion was part of their financial restructuring 
plan. The company had borrowed term liabilities and working capital from 
Indian financial Institutions/Banks on which the interest rate was as high 
which was substituted with low cost External Commercial Borrowing 
(tQB). It verified that they have sufficient infrastructure, installed 

certain critical machineries besides have also contracted with their 
collaborators for supply of patented machineries with adequate capacity 
ratings and they have the capacity of lOOOOMTs and potential to 
enhance and manufacture a quantity of approximatelylSOOOMTs per 
annum of BPA meeting international standards. It was verified from their 
Excise statutory records that they had manufactured a quantity of 
725 MTs during June .1999 and a quantity of 700 MTs in July 1999. It was 
observed that the company had manufactured around 26 MTs per day 
dunng the said two months consistently. Moreover, the Applicant has not 
opposed the i mports of B PA into the c ountry. What KPL h as s ought i s 

only a level playing field for a period of three years to become comDetitive 
vis-a-vis imports. 

(e) No ground, therefore, exists to hold that the domestic producers did not 
have capacity adequate to meet the domestic demand of BPA or to hold 
that the imports were necessitated because the domestic producers were 
not in a position to cater to the domestic demand of BPA. In conclusion, It 
is observed that the imports have grown phenomenally during the period 
under investigation. These increased imports have progressively taken a 
significant share in the apparent consumption which increased from about 
30% in 1997-98 to about 65% in 2002-03(December). The serious injury 
to the domestic industry is a consequence of these increased imports. 
Factors other than increased Imports do not appear to have any significant 
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:t on the state of the industry in so far as the present investigation is 

COnetrned. 

'o. Injury due to loss of Exports 

it has also been claimed by the opposing interested parties that the 
reoso ] fo? the woes of the domestic producer is loss of its export market 
has declined from a level of 2200 MTs to 1044MTs in 2002-03 and not 
.) imports of BPA. In this regard it is important to keep in mind that the 
ocuction line for production of BPA Is common both for the domestic 
conssimption and for the export market. A domestic industry that was not 
compete in the domestic market could hardly have been expected 
compete in tf^e international market, especially when the domestic 
scr olios were the major potential market for the domestic industry and 
epon a secondary market. Even on the export front KPL had to 
.CMipote With other global BPA producers who were exclusively catering 
- exports on a large scale enjoying economies of scale . KPL has 
a: led the reasons for venturing into the export market and has stated 
t! lat it was to keep the production process gping in the light of dedicated 
cc/cstments made in the plant and to improve their capacity utilisation to 
crcij down the cost of production. The injury caused to the domestic 
by the increased imports, therefore, had its effect on the export 
f^orrannance of KPL as well. 

' ? f^^^structuring/Adjustment Plan 
= 5 in regard to making a positive adjustment to import com petition-Jhe 
O' s estic producers have categorically stated that they understand that 
roliet granted as safeguard duty is a short-term measure. The 
; ' submitted a restructuring plan indicating details of efforts 

oKon and planned to be taken to make a positive adjustment to 
= • 0 ti ten competitiveness. The applicants have stated that they have 
! vignPriny upgrading their technology and de-bottlenecking their 
■ 0 - u'nc'.uring facilities with the objective of reducing the operative cost 
pi ur, ^ ci BPA. The Applicants have stated that they are making efforts to 
enst of production by optimising plant utilisation and increasing 
^ ^ "P plant by further 5000 MT to achieve economies of 

r ev expect to achieve substantial cost savings to the company 
i, w m Pi u ese efforts. The expansion of capacity fromtOOOO MT to 15000 
raKe about three years. From this expansion, they not only expect 
!v . .iieve economies of scale but also improvement in consumption 
the raw materials(Phenol, Acetone , Furnace oil ) and 
p -tnPx. iion of fixed costs over larger volumes. Power being the major cost 
^'X-or in the production of BPA , KPL expects to reduce the cost of 
u£ er<ition of power by optimal level utilization of the.Coal fired boiler. The 
Cl on .plion of Phenol which was 0.931 MT per MT of BPA is proposed to 
‘ 0.900 MT and the consumption of Acetone from 

‘ per MT of BPA to 0.310 MT by continuous operation at higher 

>’ uiv quantity of tar, a bye product required to be drained every day 
n . -'.cvstant and hence operating plant at higher load helps to 
iho consumption norms of both raw materials viz. Phenol and 
/ V ; >; ’ [he company has installed a coal fired boiler in place of existing 
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oil fired boiler resulting in saving in the cost of fuel estimated at Rs. One 
Crore per annum. The Interest on long term loan will be reduced since the 
generation of Internal resources by higher capacity utilization will enable 
the company to repay the loan. The interest on working capita! will also 
get reduced due to increase In Internal resources. There will be an 
Increase In* other income due to sale of byproduct(tar) for which market Is 
being developed. The company has planned to increase production 
capacity from 10000 TPA to 15000 TPA in two, stages l,e. 12000 TPA In 
first stage and 15000 TPA in second stage at an estimated capital cost of 
Rs.891.11 Lakhs. There is also a proposal to install captive power plant 
based on coal-fired boiler to use the drop In pressure of steam for 
generation of power by Installing a steam turbine. As per the Adjustment 
Plan which has been prepared by KPL, the company will be able to 
achieve a saving of Rs.18336/-PMT by the end of the year 2005-06 and its 
operation will be financially viable after the withdrawal of safeguard duty, 
(b) . It has been stated by the opposing parties that the adjustment plan 
of the applicant cannot be relied upon. It has been argued by them that 
the domestic producers have not procured their raw materials 
competitively and Is therefore one of the causes of injury to them. Their 
restructuring plans furnished In an attempt to reduce their cost of 
production was examined. The re-structuring plan submitted by the 
domestic industry, does not appear to be hypothetical or academic. They 
appear to be making sincere efforts to become competitive so as to face 
competition offered by the imports. In order to execute the same KPL has 
already installed a coal fired boiler which will stabilize over a period of 
three to six months and contribute to cost reduction. Installation of this 
coal fired b oiler has a Iso been a ppreclated by well k nown international 
consultants who desired KPL to share their expertise. The tar (a bye- 
product) g enerated d uring the process of manufacture of B PA accounts 
for about 10% of the quantity of BPA produced. The State Pollution 
Control Board has imposed restrictions on Its storage within the 
manufacturing premises. It was observed that KPL has successfully 
developed an indigenous system to convert the same to anti corrosive 
paints for painting the plant & machinery. They are making efforts and 
exploring the possibility to market the same besides for using the tar for 
substituting the furnace oil and coal to bring down the cost of operation of 
the boilers. KPL is managed by a team of dedicated and highly qualified 
professionals. The company is managed by a Board of Directors which 
includes a very senior serving Indian Administrative Service officer ,who Is 
the Managing Director of Maharashtra Petrochemicals Corporation Ltd( a 
Government of Maharashtra undertaking) as its Chairperson and the 
President of the company was earlier the Chairman & Managing Director 
of one of the leading Public Sector Units Hindustan Organic Chemicals, 
Mumbai. 

It is considered that Imposition of safeguard duty would help them 
In re-structuring and to become competitive. It is also observed that the 
domestic producers have already taken steps in this direction and the 
domestic industry would need a period of about two years, to substantially 
complete their plans. 
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12. Inefficiency of Domestic Producers 

it has been averred that KPL requested for Imposition of anti¬ 
dumping duty on import of BPA from Japan in July 1992; in 1994 against 
imports from Brazil and Russia; in 1997 on imports of BPA from USA and 
in 2 000 a gainst E uropean U nion a nd Taiwan. The Designated Authority 
did not find the existence of causal link and therefore, no final anti¬ 
dumping duties were recommended. It \s in this background that they are 
now approaching the safeguard authority for imposition of safeguard duty 
on BPA. Seeking safeguard is totally unjustified and KPL wants to 
continue operating only with undue protection and no measures to 
become i ntemationally viable have been taken by them. Their financial 
performance has always remained bad since its inception and KPL is not 
a dependable supplier of quality product. Another issue that has been 
highlighted In the context of Inefficiency of the domestic producers is the 
size of their BPA manufacturing capacity which allegedly did not allow 
production at economically viable rate and the high prices of raw materials 
which has Increased their cost of production. ^ 

In this regard, It is observed that the domestic producers obtain 
their principal raw material used in the manufacture of BPA, mainly from 
Hindustan Organic Chemicals (HOC) and some quantities are imported. 

In this context It is also observed that at the material time the import duty 
on the raw materials was quite high making it difficult for any one to 
conceive t he project on the basis of i mported raw materials and as the 
major ports did riot have facility and interest In creating one because of the 
congestion and lack of space within the port area to accommodate the 
hazardous cargo shipment. It can not be expected that the domestic 
producers should have set-up plant capacities far in excess of what is 
necessary to meet the demand. The domestic producers have also 
submitted that because of the high cost of investment, the technology 
adopted by them is Ideally suited for medium capacity plants. Besides, it 
needs, to be appreciated that the basic objective of imposition of 
safeguard duty is to allow time to domestic Industry to make positive 
adjustment to meet with the new situation of competition offered by the 
increased imports. If the domestic industry was fully 
competitive, perhaps it needed no safeguard measures for protection. 

The q uestion that needs to be answered In the context of desirability of 
imposing safeguard duty Is whether there is a reasonable possibility of 
domestic industry making positive adjustment and to become competitive, 
if the answer Is in the affirmative the domestic industry needs to be 
protected. As regards KPL having approached the anti-dumping 
authorities time and again seeking protection it may be mentioned that t 

they have availed only the trade remedial measures available to any 
domestic industry under the domestic regulations. t 

13. Other Issues 

(a) It has been stated by some of the opposing parties through their 
Ld. Counsel that some documents have not been made available to 
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enable them to effectively deal with certain issues. Specific mention has 
been made with regard to KPL's balance-sheets, details of plant & 
machfhery, indexed version of cost of production, non-confidential version 
of their adjustment plan, project r^rt etc. In this connection, it is suffice 
to say that while forwarding a copy of rK3tice of initiation together with a 
copy of non confidential version of the application & a questionnaire to 
various Interested parties, a cqpy of General Instructions were sent clearly 
mentioning that a Public File containing all relevant material shall be 
available for inspection by all interested parties in the office of the Director 
General. Infact, on a request by the Counsel, copies of Balance Sheets 
filed by KPL were furnished and they were also advised to examine and 
take extracts, if necessary, of whatever information was available in Public 
File. 

(b) it has also been argued that in the notice of initiation it was shown 
that domestic sales included captive consumption ci BPA but there is no 
mention of BPA being consumed captively in the application. It was also 
averred that on this ground alone the proceedings should be dropped. 
This does not appear to be relevant and does not vitiate the proceedings. 

(c) Some parties have submitted that in keeping with the growing 
policy of liberalisation the import duty on BPA has been reduced over the 
years but still it is the highest in this region and, therefore, provides an in 
built protection and competitive parity to the manufacturers of BPA in 
India. This argument, however, is considered to be irrelevant in the 
context of safejguard duty as the level of Import duty on a particular 
product depends upon various factors some of which are level of import 
duties on comparaUe and competitive products and on inputs, the need to 
raise revenue and the disadvantages suffered by the domestic producers 
vis-a-vis international producers etc. Each country, therefore, decides the 
level of Import duties according to Its needs, which cannot be viewed as a 
reference point for others. 

14. Share of Countries in Exports to India 

On the basis of information as verified, in regard to imports of BPA 
into India during the period 2002-03(December), the share of various 
countries in India’s Imports were as under: 



Imports (MT) 

%age share 




Taiwan 

wmasEssM 

35.49 

Netherlands 

1420.075 

23.95 


858.000 

14.46 

Japan 


8.83 

USA 

475.570 

8.00 

Slovenia 

300.000 



166.125 


UK 

32.000 

.0.54 


15.542 

a26 


15.000 

0.25 


14.000 

0.24 


8.000 

0.13 

Total 

5934 

100 
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15. Provisional Safeguard Duty 

In view of the fact that after completing the Investigation final 
findings are being issued in this case, itis not considered necessary to 
record any preliminary finding for the purposes of imposition of provisional 
safeguard duty. 


16. Public Interest 

It has been argued that imposition of safeguard duty on BPA would 
not be in public interest and any measure intending to protect the 
domestic producers shall result in reducing competitiveness and will be 
counterproductive in the long run. This claim has been made on the tesis 
that imposition of safeguard duty would make the imported BPA costlier in 
the hands of importers/users which may result in the increased cost of 
resultant products particularly the epoxy resin manufacturers and this 
would be against consumer interest. In the light of unrestricted imports 
and more so when imports account for a major share of the apparent 
domestic consumption this presumption does not appear to be correct. 

The law also does not envisage that interest of a single producer should 
not be protected even if it rightly deserves to be protected. Imposition of 
safeguard duty is not aimed at encouraging monopolistic practices but at 
pn^tecting the interests of domestic producers# if increased imports cause 
or threaten to cause injury to them so as to allow them time to meet the 
competition offered by the increased imports. KPL has not requested for 
banning the import of BPA. instead they have requested for imposition of 
safeguard duty on the imports of BPA in accordance with the law so as to 
enable them to adjust to the new situation of competition offered by the 
increased imports. The d omestic i ndustry has a cted as a catalyst in the 
development of a host of downstream industries with the assured 
domestic availability. KPL seems to have made valuable contribution in 
the development of various applications of BPA. 

In this regard it is also observed that the scope of the term Public 
Interest is not to be restricted to cover consumer interest alone. It is a 
much wider term which covers in its ambit the general social welfare 
taking into account the larger community interest. While the imposition of 
safeguard duty may result in increased cost of irhported BPA in the hands 
of buyers and therefore, it may also affect the end products rnanufactured 
there from, it is important to keep in mind the objective of imposition of 
safeguard duty. The purpose of imposition is to provide time to the 
domestic industry within which it may make positive adjustments to meet I 

with the new situation of competition offered by the increased imports. 

The imposition of safeguard duty would not only allow a wider choice to c 

the buyers to source their requirements, but also at competitive price. The 
domestic producers provide employment to a large number of people and 
make valuable contribution to the economy. Safeguard duty would thus 
enabid them to survive in the face of competition offered by the imports 
which should also be in the long term interest of the buyers of BPA as well 
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as of the consumers of products manufactured there from. In this 
regard, it is observed that the imposition of safeguard duty is not 
likely to have any major impact on the user industry and the 
consumers thereof especially as the safeguard duty is proposed to 
be imposed only to the extent n ecessary to protect the domestic 
producers of BPA. It is, therefore, considered that Imposition of 
Safeguard Duty on BPA would be In general public interest. 

17. Conclusion and recommendations 

In the light of the facts and circumstances mentioned above, it Is 
observed that increased imports of Bisphenol A into India have 
threatened to cause serious injury to the domestic producers of 
Bisphenol A and it will be in the Public interest to impose safeguard 
duty for a period of two years on imports of BPA into India. 
Accordingly, it is recommended that safeguard duty be imposed on 
imports of BPA into India at the rate of 15% advalorem basis for the 
first year of imposition and at the rate of 10% for the second year 
being the minimum necessary for the protection of the domestic 
industry from the serious injury threatened to be caused by the 
Increased imports of BPA. 


[F. No. SG/INV/1/2003] 
SRI KRISHNA, Director General 
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